



" _ ttsv a A CON VY.8GFKT SHOCK 

f A . THE HISTOW Of. WE OF-SEHW* IK* 0 ? A C.- 


1! ;>ave , 

- . n -n 1 t'cr'.' dsvlc® WS9 UBBu 

!i xn medieval tines R nili -er v 

r^vhioh v» known as. the petard. This consisted of * 

\££i container into which a^xploelve chare, -a Insert.. 

!W^ <> f th « bo11 -^ 5 tben plRCC * '- EBinst tfc * ° 

^fortification. W»» the charge vac detonated, a powarful ■ 

\ forc , «. T0 •a.n.fcUS tw» the bell nouth would punch a hoi. 

! i ^ t h. fortification*. The unusually destructive action of 
i ^petard arose from the fact, that the container held th. 

\ exP lo.lv. at th. face of the fortification for a time Inter- 
| ra> This interval vaa snail, hut waa efficient to give . ; 

■ focusing and direction to the blast. . t 

Vi .. the device la described in the Sew English Elc- ; 

I tlonary, Clarendon Press, Oxford, England <‘$fe edition). | 
■"5 the earliest, reference given is in the yea.r 1580. ' * 

: ■ A f.ore advanced form of the petard as a missile 

\ ua, developed In the United Staten by 'Joseph th. Church '.and , 

• ter* vears e£ o» They 

. Wilfred E. TMhodean ^approximate A, ve.* , r . 

•; later filed s patent annl Icatlon on April * hleh J 

\ V», subsequently granted a T."S/ Patent 2 , 1 . 12 , 967 . Their ; ; 
f de c 1 £r. was based or. theoretical considerations shout focused 
"' force waves which had beer: previously outlined In a, German 
■ d explosives tournaKZ.itschrlft fur da a foeante fchle.s und 
' Sprer.ptoffvsaen, May 15 . 1914 , Pafas 163 - 167 ). 

.Lb . THE VARIANT OE H r X u . !) S 

' . '"' the petard urea a container to focus the shock 

r- . , ,*. . „ non-iblt* U- the explosive 

‘ wave of the explosion. it 

it?eir into shapes which* upon ,p£t ” nfeA " ,1 ‘» t o uly p 

• % cii/vVi device r are called hollow charge a* 

*, V focused shoe. < waves. Such hevi 

'•'LL.'' - „ VfenpeF t and other similar name a • 

;! Bheped charges, explosive lenref, 
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The basic principle of these shaped charges 
appears to have been known in Europe during the eighteenth 
century* In the putted Staten It is known as the Monroe 
effect, taking its nano from Professor C» E. Munroe, who 


discovered It when he war working nt the 0. S. Naval Tor- 

v . , . 

pedo Station and V a r College from 1866 to I8v2. . •• : 


The effect war, publicly described by Munroe In 
articles written for Scribner’s Magazine { Volume 3, page* 
563-576 (1863) and In the Popular Science Monthly (Volume 1 ; 
56, pages 453-454 ( 1900 ). 

C. PATENTS BASED ON THE M UN HOE Rk'v ECl’ r Mf\. - - 

The Munroe effect Is the basis of a number of 
devices described in the earlier patent literature* 


Gerrrun Patent # 12,119 (1881), where the 
principle of obtaining an Increased pene- 
trating effect by coning or recessing the 
face of a detonating charge is described* 


British Patent# 28,030 (1911). -hie effect 
Is employed In the explosive charge of a 
projectile fired from a gun* ... - ... 


0. S. Patent # 1,440,601 ( 1923 ) where the 
convergent force effect is rediscovered by 
J. R. Rolran apparently without knowing 6 f 
I*, unroe ’ a work, 

- . J&i&r ■ ■ 

U* S. Patent 4 1* 534*001 (1925) in which 
a focused charge Is used in the percussion v**sc 
fuse of a shell* - -">**$* 


U. S. Patent # 1, 310,000 (1931) which do 8 - 
cribee end llluatrntea principles of the" 
focused charge in relation to boosters for 
u*e in exploding sheila, bombs, grenades, 
torpedoes, etc# 
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In addition, before 1943 there ware filed and 
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armor (0. and end «- use >f eon- 

vergent force wave for driving r.ae.ee of metal .t high 
velocity (British 613,613 ana S. Z,W • 

X), FlXPKniy.Ow OF H » W . WOOD. 

; j r> a paper published In the Proceedings of the 

Royal Society (i '!&. ^-61 (1936) this author report, 
the application of convergent force waves tc the explosive 
co^sslcn of *t,l sheets- or plater Into spherical «.»- 
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it . fcV'the \ ' a*' t-Mc occ ur? fellow ini'. det .nation of 
}Ie invr s t . v-*e 1 • 
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hi. shaped furge. He followed step by step the action of 
the force wave In ccuslrg the sheet of c.ttol to flow into a 
spherical form. He devised simple experir.er.tel technique; 
for studying these ¥apld ’procettes. All In all he antlel- -j 
pa ted and solved ‘the problem of the explosive assembly of ! 
hotnb metal. His work clearly provides the understanding 
that led Kaheupt; to reduce "this process to commercial prae- ; 

tice * 

THE MOKACPT F A.TFNT \ 1 

■/ tt will be re c tiled that the principle of the . ; 

Nagasaki boat design was that of compacting a mse ot r-'t* j 
of critical site at’ high velocity. The details for doing 
this were allegedly' given by Creenglass to Harry hold, and 
were believed to 'be of’a secret nature. Even this deralop- 
| m,nt is anticipated In the patent literature In an .apllca- 
I tlon filed In 1941 by Henry Hans :(oheupt and ..signed by him ( 
'.to . Swiss corporation .in' Hrlbourg. S-lt T .rland. The . company 

"involv.d'wa. the See let. Anonym, d. P.etlon et d-Expioltatlpn, 

. . 1-. ' I 

de Breve ta. ' 

’’f-JS t h l. patent (U. S. 2,419. kW » »hsped charge ! 

1, used to compact, natal Into a preol.e rod shaped maee. 

The. metal Is Initially In the form of a ring located at tbe 

"interior wall of a 'Cylindrical container. Because of the 
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focused shock wave of a shaped chargs this ring collapses 
and Is reassomblod in the rod-shaped mass alluded to ado vs. 


The aistal is also liq^ifiai by this process, and accelsr 


atad to a velocity in excess of 16,000 foet per second, 

It 1c obvious that a high level of understanding 
of shaped chargo theory was utilized. in this device* Fur- 
ther evidence ox' this understanding becomes apparent from 
inspection of tne sketches of the projectile# It will be 
soon thou clit cro 3 3 — so c t * ona a shape of the ring ie traingu— 
lar; there la aaa of a .natal cone for the shaped charge and 
there is use of a hollow cylinder for a farther focusing 
guide effect, fho3e are all indications of the high level 
of understanding of this explosives export# ’ 



;5f ‘ ai0s c o.ap action arc here outlined and are 

public itho* ledge nor© than three years before the atomio/V 
bomb work of the Lou Alamo s' group, ~ - ., \ " * ’ 



ti^or^Pa .0 by Moans of Cumulative 
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vi it with what iy 


caller! the 


cCl, In t. ,o . r.^tad State a, voi'e pub 


li&hcc In the. 



ft t'T. s.ni. j. . .n l • orn' 



,iCuS rt; ’ ul - ‘■“t. -ftt jnati- n ere indicated. 


It must be realized that those articles wex*e published years 
before the vas t te chno logical development of the 0.$.S*R., 



!j _ Repeated references to shaped charges end their 

!j,'.u*efl appear in the Soviet technical literature. Thus, In. 

|i 1933 H. A. Sokolov in his text, "Course in the Theory of 
High Explosive**, presented to students methods of calcula- 
I tion of the effects of cumulative charges* 

ii £ ... ,v ' . " '■ ■ . ' \r. v ^ 

Ih&v:. ' In 19h2, 0. I. Pokrovsky {In "Directed Action of 

ii-'?’ 

•1 Charge") gave varloua praotlcal situations, and indicated 


the expected Increase in explosive force (see also Doklady, 


Volume 16, P* 106 (191+5)*) 

: Extensive work in this field for removal of 

’j ' : . . . 

0 ^irface rock has been carried out by the Institute of Mining 
|| Affairs of the Academy of Science of Moscow and by the 


;j Kirghls Academy of Science. - - 

it ’ “ Among the more recent text-books in which this 

subject is discussed are the following* 

‘ * • ; «• • ;> **. . ’ ’ 

"Dynamics of Explosive Waves, by P. Savich 


;j (V. I. A. Moscow 1941) 

« Basic Calculations of Charges, by G, I. Pokrovsky 

■ • < " - *r . .. ‘ - 

*; ■ . „ ■ * 

(Mining Institute, Academy of Science, Moscow). 

Experimental Investigations of the' Mechanical 
; i Action of Shock Waves from Exploeiona^by Sadovsky (Pub- 
llshing House, Aoademy of Sciences, Moscow, 1945)* 

Basic Dynamics of Explosives, by 0. E. Vlasov 
(Publishing House, Academy of Science , Moscow, 1945)* 

Much of this practical work was in turn based 
upon many important developments of theory which occurred 

I' • .? . 

j in the Soviet Union, To cite a few instances here: 

• ... One of the main methods for oalculs tiny shock 
wave interactions the so called Hodo-graph method, was in- 
vented by the Russian, S. H. Chaplygin (On Das Jets, 
Scientific Annals, Univ, of Moscow, Phya-Math Divlaion #21,“ 


Moscow 1904). 

The study of shock point interactions for super- j 
sonic flow which la very pertinent theory in this field of ' 
force vavos has been extensively developed ir* the U.S.S.R, , J 
The theory which wag worked out Internationally developed ~ '* | 
in stages* First order perturbation theory was developed ! 
by Ackeret (Helvetica Phys. Acta (1928).' Second order . M L 
pertubations were developed by the German Buseman, while \ 
the third and fourth order theory was developed by A. Ponov, ! 
Isvestia Akad. Sauk, S.S.R. Ser. Math. 1939). j 

The great theoretical phyeicist L. Landau has don^ 
extensive work in the fields of solid state theory, general | 
field theory* nuclear physic and on shock waves# His 
papers on spherical shock waves (Akad. Nauk S.S.R. Fleikal- 
ski Zhurnal 6, 229 (1942) and Akad Nauk S.S.R. Doklady, 

1)9 (1944) ere considered outstanding in the United States. 

Prom this brief literature survey it la clear 
that implosion theory and practice are not new in ths U.S.sJ 
R* ..However, the additional point must be made that there j 
* r 5-. * ci thtiets in the U.S.S.R. who have published outetand- j 
lng papers In the fundamental chemistry, physics and * 

mathematics of explosions and chain reactions. Thus, Pro- 
fessor C. N. Hlnahelwood, P.R.s. of the University of 
Oxford, himself one of the outstanding authorities in the 
kinetics of reactions, has the following to tay (Nature, 
Volume pegs 283 (1945): 

Institute of Academician Semer.ov, recently 
tr ^ ,f%rr8d ^’ 0m L#nln 6 rad » houses a school of workers who, 
under the inspiration of their chief, have made one of the 
most characteristic of the Russian contribution, to modern 



IL 


J * 1JOVlCh ^Uonl'd-mop,! the th.ory 

of th. eh.l» reaction accompanying fiaelon, ar.d made . ' . 

la.l.n or the critical raa, 3 required. There 1# alj0 

Planted the flrot publish.* detailed account or the theory 

of the File (Journal or Experiment.! end Theoretic.! Phy.le. 

O.S.S.R) Tol. 9. 11*25 (193V) and Vol. 10, page 29 (191*0). . 

*ploalon expert Is olt..ulta_noously working on the " 

problem of the chair . 

v ' • : ‘ * paction In uranium a o far back as * 

W, n 1. r'eaeonabU to ax pso t that .ever. 1 practical , 

|] ~thod. or achieving .ton-bomb detonation will have occurred 
fco him bafora 1945. • ; • I 

| - ln * ll5r * th0 “ et h*«atleal theory which specln- j 

, celly relates to esploelcn waves Bust to considered. The - 

I * p ?\ lflc nen ° for the general branch or mathematic, which 
applies to these processes la non-linear differential 
equations. Tf-e work of ,tho Jukovsky Institute In Moscow 

h « a . projected Soviet mathematics Into a leading world poal- 
tlcn in this particular fi#ld, 

IV. CONCLUSIONS 

Eased upon the preceding documentation the rol-' 
loving conclusions may now he drswni ','!?■ 

n Portions or the testimony 'of the Government j 
witness Walter S. Koskl ware not true. The theory or dSn- . ! 
verge .ores waves was not discovered and developed at Los ! 

• Alamo,, but has been hnowiTfpr mere than a centurv '■ j 

2> Th ® allegedly transmitted by : ! 

*'4*13 Grserc 1 ^ ■ i 

. ^ K;} * tho use Of axploglv© !■■ 

a-scs to rapidly compress the n,elo r . a bl« metal. ThJ , 
Principle also had previously been reduced to practice, and j 

'“** PUbll ° ‘ Cr ‘ 0VleJ,J8 ' h,vl »« b *«' «!•<» 0. S. patent' ! 

application in 1941. In addition. H. W. Woo^sd a. early 
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physical chemistry, .namely, the Intensive study In all ' 

' thalr aspects of the Phenomena or fla.se, combustion and 

•explosions . The 'vork of Semenov on the theory of trending 
r,,iCClan o! »:ns\yt' the Interpretation of explosion limits, ’ 
tliermal and nun-thVrmal explosions,' degenerate explosions 
and so on, 1 , to> well known to need deaorlptlon.v’ Some of i 
tho more recent wort ha. ''included Ingenious studies of j 

way In whloh domical reactions may be Initiated 1 ' upon '* ' r ' • 
•olid surface and propagate themselves Into the whole volume 1 
of the material. , It would bo extremely difficult in . 
ehort account to mention individual workers; but perhaps I i 
might remark how illuminating I found* 'the contributiphs if -' j 
Zeldovloh on the fasolnating but extremely difficult problem' 
Of the rate of propagation of flame through e'osiua ; i 
mixtures. Phis subject Is of the greatest pr&tlcal i ! 

tance and of considerable theoretical interest, and the 
recent contributions maintain tho traditions of the Semenov ‘ 
•eb^ol," .>v ./"T* , i 

Tha physical chermiat Zeldovloh who la referred to L 
by Hinsbelwood Is the author of several outstanding papers • 
..on detonation-vis. Journal of Experimental and Theoretical 'ri 
Physics, D.3.S.R., Volume 12 , page 389 (19U2) and, with ! 
Uipuntky, Journal of Experimental and Theoretical Physic.; .! 
O.9.S.B., Volume 13, page 181 (19U3). In the first paper, 
Zcldovich reported the study ef pr.ssur. distribution iccoml | 
panylng a aph.ric.l shock w-,v. m chair, reactions. In th. 1 
second pep.r the authors obtained by the initiation of .» | 

«hein reaction producing a shock wave, temperature, mor." : 
than .even time, that of th. surface of the sun. they'' desk T 
crib®d their apparatue in detail, - , j. 

. Parenthetically, it ahould.be noted that the same j 


• 96 - 




f 


a® 1936 demons tra ted that spheres of .ratal may he maie by 
the compression of sheets or pistes of aetal with convert 
gent force vavea. • ■ 

3) The use of explosive lenses was a veil-level- 
oped art In the U.S.S.S.’ prior to the date of the alleged 
act and' the theory and practical details of this art were 
widely published In Its technical journals, ' 

l;) The Idea of the detonation of fleslcnable 
mite riel* was widely discussed In Soviet scientific journals 
prior to any of the allered acts, 

5) The "secret" which David Grcenglas* allegedly 
transmitted to the P.S.S.R. w?s no aecret at p 11 to any 
explosive expert, 

L.) The ability of any country tc produce an 
atomic bomb rests upon Its ability to mobilise the hundreds 
of thousands of scientists, technicians end laborers and 
Its ability to make eve 11 able the v.st Industrial clnnt 
required. It does not rest on stealing the "secrets" of 
the Unite d States, . 

7) The ability of the Gcvornnont to clamlfy as 
secret well-known scientific and technological jpttor has 
tended to create dangerous lllurlonr of American discovery ,j 
and monopoly of knowledge in the field of Atomic energy. 

In connect ion with the mat tor 00 t forth herein 
above, the petitioners annex, moke n part hereof, and nark 
'■Exhibit F", the affidavit of John Peshond Bernal, duly oworn 
to before a VIcc-CodfuI of the United Stater Jr. London, 

Kr.g] end , on November 1?, 19f ? , 

T ^NTY-f-ECO Uht, .. Ah n natter of lew, by reason . 
of the foregoing, no crime woe comr.-lt ted ard tnc Court v’fis 
without jurisdiction to Impose ‘■ho sentence, 
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fMh.fTY-lMIdS : The petitioners herein, fr-jjti the 

tine of their arrest to the present, have at all times j 

I 

im* intent;. y easer ted their innocence of the criav charged, j 
?he evidence upon which they wore convicted and sentenced ! 
to den th- -the te j tir<o.oy of accomplices bound together by • . j 
thin e trends of circumstantial evidence-was always euspeot* i 
The n«.lt*ru set forth in thin petition establish | 
that the Government aturod the processes of Justice and, h j 
unconscionably Inv net;'' the fixed rights . of , these petitioners^ 
tc procure their conviction and, ultinatelv, the sentence ! 

I 

forfeiting their lives*. Th© entire proceeding is manifestly 
a product of frnud and untruth. It writes & dera. page in 
thfi annals of A'inerlcnn jurisprudence, and casts the triad©* 
of Dreyfus over the heritage of American justice, - ~ 

TWFNTY-PC UhTK ; Tho petitioners are unjustly, 

-u" - -£••&. ; ".o. • ’ •-. • 

unlawfully and illegally oonfir.ed in violation of the Fifth 

arid Sixth Amendments to the Constitution of the United 

States, and the Court was without Jurisdiction to impose the 

aforesaid neoteric® upon thsau .. 

r./CKTY- FIFTH ; y . , On or about Move.nber 21, 195.2, - 
7&* ! J. •.# - 

Fon, Irving R, , Kftufano, tho sentencing Judge in this pro- ... 

ceeding, made and entered an order directing the United ^ 

States Marshal for the Southern District of Few York to 

execute the sentence imposed by the foresaid judgment dated 

April 15# 1951, by executing the petitioners on a day during 

the week convene ing Jenpary J12, 1953* .. xv - 

’ r *~ i r £ --‘ • o- . . 

TVl^ri Y-3 I XT :I j Unless the relief requested herein 
is granted, the j petitioners will suffer irreparable and ir- 

' * v ’* ••' • • / ■ * • T- . 7 

revocable harm. 
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TVEKTY-SEVr ITT H s No previous application has 
been made for the relief herein requested. 


. WHEREFORE, the petitioners ask the Judgnent of 
this Court that an order be made and entered; 

' • “• t v 1) that the respective sentence# of the peti- 

tioners be 'vacated and set' aside and the 
petitioners^ discharged from detention end . .. 
imprisonment; or 

in the alternative, that a hearing upon thla 


2 ) 


petition be gtanted to determine the Issues 
and make findings of fact and conclusion# 


of law with respect thereto; and upon such 

ifk' 


3) 


findings, to vacate and set aside the res- 
pective sentences of the petitioners, and 
discharge them from detention and Imprison- j 
ment; and / ""'“T* I 

that pending the determination of these pro- ' 

'■ ■ • • - . , I 

‘deeding#, the United State# of America or {. 
any agent or agency thereof be stayed from 
exe outing these petitioners, pursuant to the ! 
Judgment 'dated April $, 1951 and the order 

hereinabove referred to, made and entered 

- •- , ! 

y " r '‘ K Z i 

herein November 21, 1952; and from' proceed** - j 
ing In any^ manner or from taking any steps j 
to or tending to the execution of the afore- | 

' : aaid Judgment or order; 

and for such other and further relief ae to this Court may { 

- . \ .l y* ■ •* i 

seem proper. ‘ !• 






Dated: November 2k, 1952 


Attorney for Petitioners 


V • ! 
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STATE OP NEW YORK 5 

) 33*1 

COUNTY OP NEW YORK } 


EMANUEL H. BLOCH# "being duly sworn# according to 


law > deposes and says that he 1 b the 
petitioners above-named and that the 
foregoing petition are true* 


attorney for the - 
facts .set forth In the 






Sworn to and subscribed 
before me this day oflfa 
November, 1952* 


Mctvy ■’ : 
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GREAT BRITAIN; ) 
ENGLAND: ) 
COUNTY OP LONDON J ) 


3. S 




JAKE S GERALD CROW? HER of 2 Kytre Court Johns Mews John 
Street W. C. 1* in the County of London England being duly 
sworn deposes and says: 

1* That he is a scientific writer; that he gained an 
exhibition in Mathematics and Physics at Trinity .College . 

In the University of Cambridge; that he is at pre^nt en- 
gaged in revising a work on scientific discoveries; , that 
he is the author of 16 books on the history of Science and 
the social relations of Science including in particular the 
works known as ’’Famous American Men of Science" "British - 
Scientists of the Nineteenth Century" "British Scientists 
of the Twentieth Century" "The Social Relations of Science" 
and other works; that various of his books have been 
translated into French German Spanish Arabic Portugese 
and Chinese; that in the year 1928 he was appointed 
Scientific Correspondent of the newspaper "The Manchester 
Guardian"; that in the year 1937 at the invitation 
the President of Harvard, University in the United States 

! 'W#7 > • 

of America - Doctor James B. Conant - he' delivered at that 
University a series of six lectures on the History of 
Science in America; that towards the end of World W a r I - 
namely In 1918 - he took part in early British research 
into anti-aircraft gunnery for the Munitions Inventions 
Department of H.M, Government; that during and after 
World War 2 - namely from the year 194-1 to the year 194-6 - 
he was Director of the Scientific Department of the British 
Council which is an official body under the auspices of 
the British Government and answerable to the British Foreign 
Office; and that he is a British Subject by birth* 



2* That Tor the purpose of his vritlngsvTne said James I 
.Gerald Crowther has had occasion to interview many scientists 
. some of great eminence for the purpose of ascertaining 
their recollection of certain scientific matters in which 
they were engaged at a distance of years; that he found 
sharp divergences of recollection as between one scientist 
and another and that his experience in this field of work 
has especially qualified him to form Judgments as to the 
value and reliabi lity of recollections in scientific matters 
of any particular individual in any particular circumstance p • 
3« That he has read a transcript of the 'testimony of David; 
Greenglass as well as that of Valter Koski and John A. 


Derry in the case of the United States against Julius 
Rosenberg and Ethel Rosenberg and that he has noted there- 
from the technical and scientific qualifications and back- 
ground of the said David Greenglass. ■ - • 

V'.; . - - - i 

4* That it is his opinion 'that it would have been impossible 


for the Baid David Greenglass to have reproduced in any de-j 
tall in .the years 1950 or 1951 replicas of lens molds 
'sketches last seen by the said David Greenglass five years j 

i 

previously relying solely on memory and without any outside! 
aid or assistance; that it is his opinion that It would j 
have been impossible for the said David Greenglass to have ! 
reproduced in any detail in the years 1950 or 1951 replicas 
of a schematic drawing on an experiment or implosion ! 

effects utilising high explosive lenses together with I 

appropriate descriptive material last seen by the said |‘ 
David Greenglass five years previously relying solely on j 
memory and without any outside aid or assistance; that it j 
is his opinion that It would have been impossible for the I 
said David Greenglass to have reproduced in the years 1950! 
or 1951 * reliable replica of a sketch of a cross section i 
of the Nagasaki type of atom bomb together with twelve j 
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page, of matter explaining the functions 'and working, of 
such bomb and It, component part, the ,ald sketch having 
been last seen by the said David Greenglass five years 
previously and the said David. Greenglass relying for the 
reproduction solely on memory and without any outside aid 

or assistance# ■.* , ■ 

5 That the said James Gerald Crovther having read the 
transcript of the said testimony of the said Wd Greenglass 
1, of the opinion that the testimony so far as It Relates 
to «•«-»*-*• the witness - recollection of 

technical matters taking place five years previously la 
valueless • 




Subscribed and sworn to ) 
before me this sixth day J 
of November, 1952 ' 


James Gerald Crowther 




Kenneth L# Steward 


(SEAL) 


A Notary Public of London, England 
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GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERS IRELAND 

LONDON, ENGLAND r-i 

EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


SS: 


I, Edward L. Killham, Vice Consul of the 
United States of America residing at London, _ 
England, do hereby make known and certify to all 
whom It may concern that 

KENNETH LIVINGSTON STEWARD 

who has signed the annexed certificate, W<1£ ^ 

a Notary Public at the time the annexed certificate^ 
purports to have been made; that I have compared the 
signature of said 

■ ;l KENNETH LIVINGSTON STEWARD 

uocn the original annexed certificate with a specimen 
of his signature filed in this Embassy; that I believe 
his signature to be genuine; that I have comparec the 
impression of the seal affixed thereto with a specimen 
impression thereof filed in this Embassy; and that I 
believe the impression of the seal upon the said 
original annexed certificate to be genuine. 

- . - .'in TESTIMONY WHEREOF I have'” 

hereunto set my hand and . 

• ' - ‘ affixed my seal of office at 

London aforesaid this Sixth 
... v . day of November" in the year 

of our Lord one thousand 

• nine hundred and fifty-two* 


-ml 


(SEAL) 




Edward L. Killham 
/.v- - • Edwar d L . Kil 1 ham , 

'"’Vice Consul of the United States 
of America at London, England. 
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Gr- at Britain k Northern Ire3 and 
County of Lancaster 
City of Manchester 
Consulate of the united States 
of America 


) SS 


ft t t X> 


.. I, James R. Riddle, Consul of the United States 
of America residing at Manchester, England, do hereby 
make known and certify to all to whom it may concern 
that 


.WILLIAM LEGH EGERTON EGERTON -SMITH 

who has signed the annexed certificate' was in fact a 
Notary Public at the time the annexed certificate purports 
to have been mad©i and that I have compared the signature 
of the said • • " ... 

WILLIAM LEGH EGERTON EGERTON -SMITH 


upon the original annexed certificate with a specimen of 
his signature filed In this Consulate; that I believe his 
signature to be genuine; that I have compared the Impres- 
sion of the seal affixed thereto with a specimen impres- 
sion thereof filed in this Consulate; and that I believe 
the impression of the seal upon the said annexed original 
certificate is genuine, ' 


' IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have 
hereunto set my hand and 
affixed my seal ot office 
r . at Manchester aforesaid, 

V- ... , this 10th day of November, 1952* 

-.i- - '■ 

James R, Riddle .-7 . ^ 

,„^#Jain e 3 R ; Rlddl^te : 

(seal) .. "Consul of the ITnl'UJ Statea “ 

7 v . of> America at Manche s t er , England 




Amerdcan^vu 
Foreign Service 
0 * $ 2*00 
-.Fee stamp 
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TO ALL TO WHOM these presents shall come 
I, WILLIAM LKGH EGEhTO;; EG ERTCN -SMITH, 

NOTARY PGR! IC, duly authorized, admitted and sworn, 
and practising In Manchester, In the County of Lancaster 
in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland, 'do hereby certify that I was present cn the 
tenth day of November, instant and did js.ee Thomas Reeve _. 
Kaiser duly sign the pap'er writing or "Affidavit hereunto 
annexed that the name "T^R* Kaiser' 1 thereto subscribed 
la of the proper handwriting of the said Thomas. Reeve , 
Kaiser that the name v "W,L*E* Egerton-Snlth" thereto' 
subscribed is of the proper handwriting of me the - 
Subscriber and I do also certify that the Affidavit 
was properly sworn before me in accordance with and is ‘ 
legally effective and valid according to the laws of. *• " 
England. 


(SEAL) 


. - \ 

IN TESTIMONY whereof I have hereunto “ 
subscribed ray name and affixed my seal 
of office this tenth day of November 
in the year of our Lord 1952 - - 


W. L. E. Egertcn-Smlth 
Notary Public 
Manchester 
England 


re ; JULIUS ROSENBERG and ETHEL ROSENBERG 

AFFIDAVIT By THOMAS REEVE KAISER a worn at 
Manchester England on the Tenth day of 
November 1952# ' 

I THOMAS REEVE KAISER Research Fellow In the 

• l ' . *■ -i' ■ * • V ■ 

University of Manchester England make Oath and 
say as follows; ^ 

1. I hold the following qualifications:- 

Bachelor of Science (First Class Honours); 
Master of Science (First Class Honours) each 

• ' f 

in the University of Melbourne* - 

Doctor of Philosophy In the University of 
Oxford. 

Associate of the Institute of Physics 
(Great Britain). 

2. ’ My experience is as follows:- -;i ' 

• Since graduating in 1943 from the University - 
of Melbourne I have been engaged in full time 
research in various fields of Physics. During 
the recent war and until the middle of 191+7-1 
was employed by The C. 3*1* R." Radiophysics • •■ v 

Laboratory, Sydney ..Australia* Initially my work 
was in the flald of Radar Counter Measures and 
subsequent to* 1941+ I was in charge of research on 
and development of Radar .Aerials* I went to 
Clarendon Laboratory Oxford University in 191+7 
and there worked in the Nuclear Physics group, 
being particularly concerned with the theory and 
practice of the acceleration of particles to 
high energies. In October 1959 I was appointed 
a Research Fellow' at the Manchester University* 


My contribution In the above fields of 
Physics Include Joint authorship of "A Text Book of Rada. 
{Chapman and Hall, 1943) and various papers dealing with 
theoretical and experimental aspects of Kuclear Physics 
and Radio Astronomy, 

3 . I have read the transcript of the testimony of David 
Creenglass, of Walter Koski and John A. Derry upon the 
trial of Julius Rosenberg and Ethel Rosenberg. The por** hd 
tlons “of such transcript read by me are nbvr produced and 
shown to me marked TRK 1 TRK Z and TRK 3 and annexed 
.hereto," 7 - : ’ ’ • . - ' '• •••- ' 4 


4« I have been asked to provide answers to nine 4quest ions 

• . • . v '".:4 ‘ ‘ • ; \ 

In the following paragraphs I set out the said questions t 
and my answer thereto, ~ / i 

5, Question 1 . Could a person of Greenglass’s back- 
ground and experience have produced drawing solely from 
memory in 1944, and 1945 ..sketches of the lena molds he j 

allegedly turned over to Rosenberg (and Cold)? j 

Answer 1, It is conceivable that in 1944 an< * .1945 i 

' • '' ' •. ' V t v ' 4 ■ ■ . - • I 

the said .David Greenglass ;.£|mld have reproduced from j 

memory sketches .^..simple pieces of equipment_which he had j 
constructed, or was. in the process of constructing, in his;' 


capacity a 3 a machinist. 


m\ 


T - 


6. " Question Z . ; /.-- Could a person of Greenglas s f s back- . j 

groutRi and “experience have produced in 1950 and 1951 : 

replicas of ' the sketches of the lens mold he allegedly 
turned over to Rosenberg (and Gold) in 1944 and 1945 draw- j 
lng 'solely from memory and without any outside aid or j 

r ■» - . - 4, '&,■*****". J 

■“ i\i'£ /;■ . ' v ’• f 

assistance or coaching? ;,j j 


Answer 2, v * 


It is improbably that the said David 


-4 


Greenglass could reproduce, .in any detail,. „such sketches j 
after a -lapse' of five or six years and relying solely on 4 ",; 

his unaided memory. , - : \ : . 44 / 1 : 4 • I 



• 

i 

i 

i 

i 



i| 7* <y^fe;oiDn 3* Could you, as a scientist. 

\ 

j 

! 



!j drawing solely from memory, produce & replica of . -• 

‘1 : 

j! the ‘sketch of the lens mold five or six years subsequent 

|j to having terminated work or other connection with such 

•; a oroblem? 

| ‘ 

It Answer 3» I have considered this Question in 

1 

1 

. 

1 



; relation to my own researches. While I could without 




jj difficulty produce sketches outlining the principles 




| involved in developments in which I participated some five 




! or six years ago I could not do more than this without re- 



' 

ference to notes made at the time. For example ^' without ; - 

i ! :Sr . . ‘ 



reference to such notes I could not make detailed drawings 


■' • 

•* ' 

of specific equipments. X certainly could not, without 




reference to notes, make a replica of the sketches of any 

' 



specific apparatus, . r v- 

• 



Question 4* Could a Derson of Greenglasat «, harV • 

ground and experience have produced in 1945 drawing solely 
from memory and without any aid or assistance from any 

' 


' . - 

person or technical or scientific source a schematic draw- 

. 


r 

Ing of an experiment on Implosion effects utilising high * 


'■ 


. explosive lenses, plus appropriate descriptive material 




(described by Greenglass m showing ”a schematic view of th 

j 


• ,VX” ; 

lens mold set up in an experiment")? 



>U. 

- 

An 3 we r 4» tt Is possible that any person working 




in or visiting a scientific laboratory could reproduce ..<7 

■ If" 



sketches and written material describing his impressions ‘ 




of the apparatus and experiments. Having had the exper- - 3 




lence of reading newspaper articles dealing with scientific 




work, written by non-scientif ic reporters after a visit to 



.. . ’ ' 

a laboratory, I am emphatic in saying that such material 



- 

could only be accurate and qf. any value if the person con« 




earned was scientifically trained in the appropriate field 

.0 


y 

of science, , -t’ "■ . 

•”«T 





c 

} J 


9# w.ues tlon"5 » Could a person of Greenglass's back- 
ground sid experience have produced In 195° or 1951 
replica; of the sketches of the schematic drawing mention- 
ed in * 4 .” above which he allegedly turned over to Gold In 
19 hS, .irawn solely from memory and without any outside aid 
or assistance or coaching? • \Y 

Answer 5 » It Is improbable that the said David 
Greenglass could reproduce in any detail such sketches 
after a lzpse of five or six years and relying solely on 
hls unallsd memory* 

10m Cueitlon 6* Could you, as a trained scientist, 
drawing solely from memory, produce the replica of a * 
sketch of such a schematic drawing, five or six years sub- 
sequent to having terminated work or other connection with 
a technical problem of such comp lexity? 

A nswer 6 * I make the same answer; to this question 
B3 to Question 3* 

11» question 7 * Could a person of Greenglass 1 s back- 
ground and experience have produced in 1945 a sketch of a"' 
cross-section of the Nagasaki type of atom bomb together^ 
witl twelv.e, pages of matter explaining the functions and ; 
workings of auch a bomb' and its component parts, ’drawing 
solely from memory and without the aid or assistance of 
any person or written matter or technical or scientific 
sources of coaching? - **■' 

Answer 7 • The mat erial (drawings and vr i 1 1 e n ) v-‘ 

referred to in this question and in Question 8 is consider- 
ably more extensive than that referred to in the earlier 
questions* It is inconceivable that a man in the position 
of the said David Greenglass, without specialist training" 
and experience, could have" accomplished this feat in 1945, 

'... • • . : V-.. - - 






- klye'V 






\ 


12. Question 8 , Could a person of Greengla 8 s f 3 back- 
ground and experience havfe produced In 1951 & replica of 
the sketch of a cross-aectlon of the Nagasaki type of atom 
bomb together with twelve pages of matter explaining the 
functions and workings of such bomb and its component parts, 
drawing solely from memory and without the aid «r assistance 
of any person or written matter or help from any technical 
or scientific sources of coaching? 

Answer 8, I repeat my answer to the previous "ques- 
tion and say that it la likewise inconceivable that the 
said David t Greenglass could have reproduced the matter in 
question In 1951 without the aid or assistance of any per- 
son or written matter or help from any technical orsclentl' 
f ic sources* 

13* guestlon 9, Could you, as a trained scientist, 
produce & sketch of a cross-section of thi 3 type of atom 
bomb together with the appropriate explanatory matter, " 
drawing solely from memory alor.^ five or' sli years subse- 
quent ^ haying terminated Work or any connection with a 
technical protiiem of such complexity? . : . v 

" -• ''" J " ^ • i" ' . . m&Na'-.v ’I't-' 1 '■ 

■ - - ; C 8Wer 9 -V In Answer to this question iVejeat my ' 

answer to Qu^jtion 3, extending 'm/ answer to Question 3 . to 
apply. to written matter as well as to drawings, ^ “ \ ~ 

SV'J mi »». Man. he star - In 'the County--’ V; ' ~‘ 

of day 

of November, 


T. R, kiiiwr 




Before 


me 




■ - •? 




i-* B * 'Eger ton -Smith 


Notary Public^ 


~N 

1 



REPUBLIC Or FRANCE, CITY OF PARIS 
EkL Y OF THE UNITED STATES OF AV ERICA 




BEFORE UZ 




of the United States of America, duly corr.issicned . and qualified, , 
personally came > 


JACCUrS S* HATAJAA^D "v A '' 

of 12, rue... Emile. Faguet - Paris (France) -^-v -A . 

who, being duly sworn, deposes and says* 1AF- ^ T 

I an a Ph.D, in sciences, Paris University, ' ~ 

I have been a professor cf Mathematics at the College de France 
( p ?ris University) from 18?? to 1935 _and am still an honorary ... 
professor thereof, ~ • .. 

I havr been a professor of Mathematics at the Ecole Polytechnique -V" 
of Paris frc*n 1912 to 1935 and am still an honorary professor thereof, 
I a:, i member of the French Academy of Sciences, 

Great-Officer of the Legicn of Honor, 

Moreover I am LID Yale 1?01 - Vesnber of the National Academy of 
Sciences of Washington (D,C,) -banter of the American Academy of 
Sciences, Boston (Hass.) - Member of the National Academy of ‘ 

Political Science (U.S.A*) - X was also elected Honorary Chairman of 
the International Congress of Mathematic s of Boston in 1550, 

I also belong to numerous other foreign scientific bodies, inclu- 
ding the Royal Society (London), 

I resided in the United States from 19i*l to 1914, and have visited 
there many times before and after this period, I have always bean 
closely connected with scientific educational and research circles 
and can Judge of Greenglass 1 . competency in scientific matters fro® 
his educational record, .. a . 


I have read the tr&r.scipt phbtogranhically reproduced of the i'U 
testimony of D a vid Greenglass, as well as that of Walter KoaldL and i 
Jchn A, Derry, .. 

In the light of the ab crve transcript and of ay knowledge of scian- A- 
tific matters, I state as ^follows* , TV 


Frcm what I know of Greenglass 1 background, it seems 
to me highly improbable that he could have reproduced 
in any detail replicas of iena molds sketches after a 
lapse of five years, relying solely on his unaided me- 
mory, "'"JT. 


For the same reasons, it'jeems all the more improbable 
to me that he could have reproduced, in detail, replicas 
cf schematic sketches of lens molds after a lapse' 'of five 
years, relying solely on his unaided memory. 


It is inconceivable that Greenglass could have reproduced . ^ 
replic&3 of a cress section of the Nagasaki type of boob 
plus explanatory matter after a lapse of five or six years, T 
relying solely on hi a unaided memory. It is more" Irb one eiva- 
ble still that Greenglass’ could . have given lengthy and dc- ■ • ’ 
tailed ext *lan at ions not only, on the' c exponent ‘parti of the 
bomb, but also on their functions and workings* ell things 
he could not have any idea of and which nobody is alleged 





to have givers hire even an idea 


Jacques S, Hadamard 

Subscribed and sworn to before 
this 7t,h day of November 1 $52 


Edith A.* Stensby 
EDITH A. STr'ISBY, ,*; v .. 

Vice-Consui of the United States 
of America, at Paris, France. 


Service No. €917- 
Tariff Item No# 2h 
$2,00 Fr. Frs# 72G 
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Foreign Service 

$2,00 
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GREAT BRITAIN ANT) NORTHERN IRELAND 
LONDON, ENGLAND * 


) - 
) SS 


EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) 


I, Edward L. Killham, Vic© Consul of the United 
States of America residing, at London, England, do 
hereby make known and certify to all whom it may. 
concern that •' ' . : „ . 


KENNETH LIVINGSTON STEWARD 


. 


who has signed the annexed certificate was in fact a 
Notary Public at the time the annexed certificate 
purports to have been made; that I have compared the 
signature of said 


KENNETH LIVINGSTON STEWARD 


upon the original annexed certificate with a specimen 
of his signature filed in this Embassy; that I believe 
his signature to be genuine; that I have compared the 
impression of the seal affixed thereto with a specimen 
Impression thereof filed in this Embassy; and that I • 
believe the impression of the seal upon the said 
original annexed certificate to be genuine. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I have 
hereunto set my hand and 
affixed my seal of office at 
London aforesaid this Twelfth 
day of November in the year of — 
our Lord one thousand nine 
hundred and fifty-two. 

Edvard L* Killhaiu 
. Edward L. Killham, 

Yice Consul of the United States 


(SEAL) 


of America at London, England. 


SERVICE NO. : 7^69 

Fee $ 2,00 -14s , 8 d, 

American 
Foreign Service 
: -.r.$2.oo 
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f Great Britain: 

(England: 

(County and City of London 


S S. 


Pn??. D f2 ON 2 BEHNAl ot 21 Arrington Square London W.C.l," 
safe ^ fSuwJr. ?hT * 1C8 BEINa dUly SVOrn d «P° 39s “ d 

UnlvIr»ltv e of 8 T Fr ^ f8 * S0 ^ ° f Ph y 3lcs at Blrkbeck College, ■" 
praetUe Of exnlo^S.* 11 ? h ?? »*P arl » n «« of the' theory and 

?lsor to th» i * I” hls «»P«elty"M Scientific Ad- 

sor to the Ministry of Home Security, 1939-1942 and to 
Combined Operations, 1914 - 2 - 1945 . y * i 94c?» to 

of the a e,?L " 83 S? d tbe £ ecord3 contained In a tranacrlpt 
12th of March 1991*? b ?. D * vld Greenglase on the' 9th and 
PT'rfFr th ° ca3e of JULIOS HOSENBEHG and 

of^the^evldenca IV he STAT * S 05? AMEHICA and, also. 

In the slid * Va °? l2th Karch W51 by Walter S. KoskI 

exhibits (I) fM Particular, with regard to the ^ 

exhibits ( 2 ), ( 6 ) and (7) presented In the said case. 

1] 9 ^ia opinion, as a scientist with special 

the d«^ri°t< the $ h F 2 1CS ° f ex Pl° 3 l ves j on the bases of 
record sqld ® xhlt)lts contained In the said 

in pUI tW /££ St ?2 ding the opinion of Walter S. Koskl 
evidence ( f f. 673 and 679 of the said transcript) 
the lenses which the said exhibits ( 2 ), (6) and ( 7 ) pur- 
port to represent do not Involve the use of a new and 

VrHl ?^S C i ? 16 (11) notwithstanding the opinion 

® 3a * d Walter 3. Koskl In his evidence (f, 672 of the 

said transcript) knowledge of the said lenses would not be 
of substantial advantage to a foreign nation* . 

Tha Jv he bases hls opinion expressed in paragraph 3 ( 1 ) 
aforesaid od the following grounds - . 

‘ __ * * . 

...The principle of the converging shock wave is not a new 
. ^one. It has been utilised in practice a 3 the hollow 
charge effect as far back as 1792. _ It was rediscovered 
by Admiral Munroe of the United States Navy in '1886, 

aa th ® effect and was, .widely publicised 

V that tlme a^d later, for example, by Munroe himself 

Scribner's Magatlne, 1886, 3, 563-576. * 

Executive Document, No. 20, 53 rd Congress, 1st 
Session, 1894 . y - 

Popular Science Monthly, 1900, 56, 453-454. X 


i. 

11 . 

111 . 


als ° known In other countries. A patent - 




Brit. Patent 28,030, 1911. Westflllisch-Anhaitisehe 
Sprengstoff A.O, Improvements In explosive charges 
or bodies, • . 

was taken out in 1911 by Neumann and the effect vas 
described In standard books on explosives - 

1V * B * Hi £ h ex ?l° 6 lves, 1916, pp. 490-493. 

v* STETTPACHEH. ‘ A. , Schiess and Sprengstoff e , - v 

1st edition, 1919, do. 7 6 - 37 . '* 

4 -■ 2xd « d .Ition, 1933, p. 51-52. 

•vi. t j hl , S.JALL. A. Explosives. Yol. 3. 1932,' p. 169-170. 

It was extensively used by all telligerants in the 
war and was the basis of the tank destroying efficacy of 3 
the well-known "bazooka". ' “ l*?, 


The principle underlying all these ® 1 \ « creases^ 

physical principle that a wave of any type increa , 

in^&mplltude when It converges and this ir,een *' * n ’ ; 

case of an explosive shock wave, a c ££res this 
increase In velocity and pressure. The theory of this . 
effect in the particular case of a conical f 1 

hollow charge has been published ^^he Journal is 
Applied Physics, Vol. 19, PP- 563-562, 1946. J ! 

clear from the verbal descriptions K^en In evidence , 
at the trial, see especially ff. 597 , . 614 - 620 , 646- ; 

655 , that the lenses, the moulds of which are aliegea . 

to have been made by David Greenglass, are ® sS ® n 3 
shaped charges employing this well-known principle 
convergence. There ls.no Indication of any new prl • 
ciple being involved, - 

That he bases his opinion expressed in paragraph 3(H) ,j 
aforesaid on the following grounds • 

(a) The particular importance of the devices, drawings of . 
which are alleged to have been handed over by David Green- . 
glass, resides, in his opinion, more en .the. principle inyoi 
which as stated in paragraph lp aforesaid he maintains. ..is . , 
not new and original,- than in the particular shapes and >• , 
relative dimensions of the charges. It Is not disputed . j 
that experimental development work such as that carried^- 
out by the said Walter S, Koski was necessary to find the ... 
shape most adapted to the compaction of the fissile mater-. 

• ial, but such work could have teen carried out by any ex- > 
plosives expert and it is reasonable to suppose that net r 
only one but a number of solutions could be found for Pro- 
viding an adequate implosion. Further as ia stated in the < 
said Walter S, KosklM evidence (f, 600 of the said trans- ; 
cript) the efficacy of the 1 er.se e depended on a comb in- ^ 
"at ten of explosives having different velocities of detona-j 
tion M . This combination wes mace at an eat abllshment 
remote from that at which D&vid Greenglass worked and. he 
nowhere claims to be aware of Its nature. Without it any j 
information on the mere shape of the lenses which he ! 

alleges to have transmitted would be of negligible value* \ 

It is, therefore, evident that. any advantage .to any foreign 
nation*% the divulging of the design of any particular - m 
lens would be non-existent or very small as they already j 
would have high explosive" lenses of a suitable , type j 

could readily develop them on the basis of existing know- 
ledge, 

(b) It might be argued that even if there were nothing 
essentially new in the design of the high explosive lenses 
and their implosive effect, it wes still a matter of the | 
utmost Importance that the idea cf using, this, principle j. 
for the rapid reduction of the volume of a piece or pieces j 
of fissionable material to the critical volume be ccnsl dar- 
ed a secret of the highest order. To maintain this, it is ; 
necessary to assume a degree of technical^ incompetence v . • 
on' the part of a foreign nation which, if it existed, 
would have prevented them in any case from being able to 
utilise the information on atomic weapons. Already by ^ 
the principles pf'mxcTeer fission, the neutron chain 
reaction and the concept of the critical volume were well j 
known in scientific circles. Once the possibility of 
producing fissionable material in adequate quantity for ' 
the critical volume was realized, it was obvious that a -L '< 
bomb could^be made if the critical volume coul d be produced- 
sufficiently rapidly to- prevent the blowing off of the 
material before the chain, reaction could proceed far. enough* 
Only a ballistic ~or an explosive compression could -produce ; 
such a rapid reduction in volume. The use of a hollow • j ; 
charge for this purpose would be the first to.’ occur to any* 


ved, 


-if} 




explosive? expert if faced with the probx%9. Any real 
value to a foreign nation of information on the construe* 
tion^of a bomb or bombs model would therefore reside pri- 
marixy in the absolute scale, for this would reveal the 
critical volume aimed attend It Is not contended by the 
prosecution that David Greenglass ever obtained such 
information, 

(c) Exhibits (2), (6) and (7), as produced in Court, are 
not claimed to be the actual sketches transmitted by David 
Greenglass to Julius Rosenberg or Harry Gold* They are V- 
drawings, admittedly made five years after the event, of - 
sketches not copied but made from memory from actual 
models. While not maintaining that it 'is Impossible to - 
reproduce a drawing at such an interval of time it is 
difficult to understand how such drawings can be acceptable 
as reliable in view of the fact that in the interval 
between August 1945 and June 1950 when D&vid Greenglass was 
arrested much publicity had been given to the atom bomb"’: A 
and the principles of its working, including the means of 
achieving a. critical niass* and the recollection of what 
he had seen and learned may oe considered to have influence 
even if unconsciously, David Greenglass 1 s recollections* 
Further, In the interval between his arrest in June, 1950. 
and the time of the trial in March, 1951, he had been inter 
rogated several times on the subject of his alleged esplon* 
ag© and it is difficult to see how his memory could not 
have been influenced by the questions put to* him in that 
interval* 


d. 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN TO ) 
at 51/2, Chancery Lane ) 
in the County of London ) 
England the ICth day of ) 
November 1952, before nei 


\ 


John Desmond Bernal 


Kenneth L. Steward 

A" Notary” Fublic 

of London, England* 


jfc,;. 




(SEAL) 
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Ti 0f «••. 3 ntt.d tut-V rl , trlct ' 

Court for tho outhern Ilstrlct of Ntw fork- 


J* 


.:.vTv ; „, 


• «y^- ' . 

' 1 ■ 






■ Th * ?etulon of re.peet fully ehowe, " V ' ' ’ 

1. Th»t he la unju.tly end morally detained and iapria- 
>n.d by the Attorney .'enerel of the Welled -nates by oolor of 
lutborlty of the jmitod r t«to»* ' 

■h . 2.,, Tb«t peti tioner w.-.J.V.n Into »u a tody et Credo, - 0 

*:**£&> 19b0 •'«'*“ §1 tt-ei . Inc. that del. beheld ! 1 
In euetody of the Attorney /enbrel through hi.' evc-ral a , enta ' en^ 
iaploy.ee, that e.fterj JffigfitRlid-er l.l ocwaehoin.* March 
ind oonel.dl ng" Kerch £», l»6l,'b,for. , ou ' 

MUienc, »».A ; oonviet d of ? ,,, : char .e of .oo.pif.by to v lbu t , the 
eptonege *ot ( for.tr Title 80 '..tlon 54, o. .c.); that on April 
h * oonUn.ed to e tor* of 1^1,^ t of thirty 
'•ere, the M<lew ter.a provided by at.mte, that h. i. pre.entiy 
letatnad under eolor of aeld jud £ ». n t end' ^nirne#.' ill £ aort 
■ully an forth In the fllee end reeorda of thl, «» ,. 


r« 


mJ‘ Th4t your POtttlona.-:’.. eforereld eoneletlon .... .f."' ' 
•lraed by th. Court of App.il e for the eeono circuit bn v.bru.ry 


!6, I9ts, Judge Jrenk dle.entln,;, petition for rertlorarl denl.d 
>y 'the felted net.. -V.a. Ceur; C.tob.r 1 », 19-a, tn < petition 
or rohtorlng <3#nl*J soY«nit>#r It, 1968, 


Kif*; 


4 * ; ; r ^' P»*tttcn f r no. »ke. the eletW thet the ..entente 
-poaed on U. *. t.o.ad In eloUtion v f the Conatlt .tlcn 

of. the felted t.t.., end; the* th. aenten.inp . 0 nrt W,Uh- 


>ut Jurledletlon to Upc.e the t.nt.naa, ,„d that tt. .entente 


-ii r 


I 


;o wit* 


L»po».d ... the product of eueh . denial or Infringement of tb. 
>onetltut lonel right, of tbo prl.oner .. to render th. jud^nt 
miner. bl» to *»U.t,r.l ett.ck on the .ev.r.l ground, more peril, 
•ulerly «et fprth In the eooompenylng .ffldevit of one of peti- 
tioner". attorneys, Howard tf. Meyer, .worn ti Nov.mb.r 24 , 1958 / b 


... r . e. That the pro.oe.eee of Jhl/aourt were ebuged" ; 

Jurtn/the p.nd.noy of tht. tr l.l by_ the d.lu .ret. bringing eiout 
>y the pfdeeoutlon, of th, indictment _end erreet^f one MiUU a 
erl, at e time oaloulated to pro duo* ►xoeely prejudToiel'nmpipe, 
ubllolty Concerning both the event of the Indictment .nd ertra- 

udlolal eteteaent. relating to it, all of whloh neoeaaarlly had 
he effect of unduly Influencing the Juror, witting m petltibner" e 
auees the full character of the abuse, however, not having been 
lsoovered by or dl.oover.ble on.lj.helf of petitioner, until jainy 


aontha •/’ter petitionfcr f s trial* 


j • b ; Tljat t»7 a' ;aph«t«nfc course of oontfuo't prior to 

jpetltloner 1 e trial," the Attorney rental, the !7.E. Attorney end 
|helr Ascla tante, end the Director of the lodcrel Bureau of inv es - 

P atl0n and hls events, together CoU.ctlvely-refcrred to Slsih ' 
|s the Prosecution, engendered an atmosphere hostile to thla^pet-’D 
|tloner and pre-dl* oced the^om^nHy >rom.hloh the juror. Were 
prawn to belief that petitioner was an >to.a spy- , n d -member 
if f tha Kla i ' ) ruohR **y eln S K e 1 though at all time. ekYd agenole. 
|“ at h8V °' kn0 * n that ,a#h «fe*r.eterU.a.-,ne •ere' ^iue.'hed^ev- 
ifd.nce to support the.., produced none at the trial, and were ,** k . 
In? thereby wren fully to insure petitioner", oonvlotlcn. 

: «• .That your p^tuionor and ble oc-fefe-dantie 

yere-'eo reviled and »ell,n.d and the subject of such constant and 


fpectacular hostile ner./paper and ratio publicity in advance' of 


Irlal, as result pf ooneuot of the Prosecution In openly and 
| ft.vert 1, feedin pr.- ji.r loial material to the press, " that It was 
|opo,.lbl, for thorn to receive, a'falr trial before an "impartial'' 
Jury in .arch of 1951. and as a result, tre purported trial but 
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,>: a>‘ 
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• i#*tur# to r#£i>yfr * vcrolct dictct*d by popular proton* 


j u 


• option. . '“• j. 

> : 4. Th*t oridonco of ’treachery *a^ *n rei In*, er.t : 

to betr*y* **c offered .on _tto# trlpl of petitioner lathe v ul«« of 


proof cf tpoolfio intent tofurntih ,scr«t allt^ry Infers t ion. 


on<* hent • the > oonrlftlon bertd Vn ib uncoft*t Ifcutl ,n*l **/li«ttUa 


of the EiplonA;* A«t, In oenfliet with the tr«a*on eleuie of the 
C DOftti tutlOD, ■ ry£\ • ' • -'V;,*/ : , 

. •• .tbo proeeeutlhV, euthorife its knowingly .yiVed ’ * 

f • !-■• ter t i*ony to bring eVout pe l 1 1 1 >r; «r » * « on ri c lion. 

r.e 1 1 1 lone r T e V, J ue t ly # yurv 1 * p f j i 1 y on > ! 1 lie -ft ; ly - I 


i ■ . I 






confined, In v’-;lnWr >f ; M« H;iUe an '«r lh* SlftsTeftd • 1 >th C, 
Aaondnente "to the Con ? t li'tlon f the t'n \ \ of . t*te:*' ; *Td In vt.*>U* 
tlon of hi t lottunitle* under the Tre-a on flpuk-e i \rt* T/*, «c- 

tton j) of ihe constitution. ^:r : ' 

-■ p titloner pray* tag t ^en, orc'^r br vice «nd 

: . W , - * . - \" * . "V y - '•• ‘ »’"* . ■ • • '• 

tnt#r«<J v*»«altn i*:.id* the'^ud j^rit of cop* 

;y lot ion end d trover £ In' hi^ few 0-u - lody ; pending tho h0*rU;£ ir<5 

anvtlon of tbic pi>tltli;n t b.o i* »;-tvoctfuily r 9 

*hod Within th >0 J UI* 1 1<5 1 Q t lOfl Of i.? CO ! »rt TO that )iO ;ty 

- fi • • " ■ ■;-■ ■ ^ 7 

bo frit cp oonou.lt with tounsH 9 and frew to tot tlfy. If r-^'-rbb# 

;[*t tbt"V.Mr|,nv> “■ /"■ r .-:^' v :^W:c- 


■ tr 






?t-t 1 1 fc’n«V 


A 1 1 -• v- n «yi f t, r r- ' . lilt- r. r 

?0t- ’r’bvit 7 4t:’. tr.' vt 
•' C v ’• Oi'Ji i # ’"ork 


*• cV 


!'*■ ■ >4 



••j *^5 1 




ipi? — : t ? f- 1 c r c '• t ' 

p“.. 0'l H‘v J.S T V c 7* .. i- fe 1 v 


'^r- : £P f TCA. r - 
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”fe>!»r r<>. 


c>r > XJ4/r45 


^ •' ' - 't'fir^vsdiht*' 


rU- 


• - - • X 


TATlv ;• #• v V7?-X ) 

• '••' •; * .•'. *•=* v.ij: > -v? » 


■ fc J.«4 r .^ '.* . . r 

- ^vvi- 

. r ' ■■ ; V ' * *>+ > '■*' £*> ; . , 


: v;^. . 




• * r ]?* ?, J»oln^ du;y »worn # «n<5 *«y#t 
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ocnauot or th. rro<««utin ; .rrt*x. of tb. arnua r#5# ^ 


l *. * . ** for the s»fsn(*«nt, iorton --obm', »nd 

'f* V " 1 ' In support of Mo >.t ttlsn jn<» r 

*° tl0n P7W * tvr *’ ? 0P * # *7^.'»*»S •«<* nottl-g »,td, • j*i Mfit 
K t> * i ® ; CouPt *.*>« ». i#«rwj«d In, ht. -uUtV : *f .on.plr. 
f #Jr •»>*<>'»»«•. </or««r fltlo »0, r««tio n J4, rmH,a 

ft*” CwJ * ) • no hi* jo i«.prU«,tv».nt for . torn of ^ ^ 

pf>t/ jr«*r.. tb« parpisi” Sf tRi * .memVu to ;, t foP » h 1# 

i»o«o>tnU tbo dobor..*!,. r coord whi«h rsnc-.r tho jud - 

Mnt hor^tn tubjoot to oollotortl .otttck* 4<V/." . • - ■>. 

** Tb * »«\ forth In th» ptltlon, I# at do 

tO b#| in..^ n<lwit g^ r 
.nd i.porotoly otfftolont to Jnitlf, th. rlUt Coujbt. ' <mtl* ^ 
bh» first throo t-roun:. ir< prosontod »»p»r«t«l y , u 1, «x, 0 T 
O-uO.tsd tl.st tho first ondsoocrd Do dosnod irysarporotod in 
th. third, tho ...one or tl. thr.. I, th*t 






n»<?' 




^tUlcnor hi* b**n dootod the ^wl>»t*noo of * folr* triil by • 


'>-* ■ ’ 


■r 


VfVr'‘? v T rt r 

y.' { ' > ’ g - ^" 1 

•*»* ri.A: 



'• I 


»#nt of Ju* tla# both .Tier to tor- r’ & trial 

c*l eul* t«Kj (o brl a v %‘oo.it * #041 ..inity projud.vawn t yf 

#r>; to It fe.erltabl# Uist t;.* jurors tr y in g t r v c a r * .. ;. - 

wp»ild brln;* In a war^ict bspad net bn aatfinc# ;r«r oted at 

th# trial, but on aa'.tar ^donetantiy c.rou. ht :<? t htlr a*. t s'itleri, 

at the In *t l --.# tl-n of *h# >>rof*c itt n, outbid# U.a oo -s trop** 

■■ . ~ ■ V:"' • *■ : 3 ,= 

If- th# •)le,;«vr6n$ bf this affidavit 'should b# unr 

^ ijL , • • -•• . - ■ • ' 1 

iontrovartad, or if t'i« proof at th# hearln sh ou 1 d 3* upp o.rt >> -■ z-' 

th#a», l r.o eunc i us* 1 ,r< *11 e f'&ris 1 a that ».L< .‘.rial 
heraln waa but a 1- *1 •o*tur# Co ro.~:lAt«r a var lot already " • 
dl#t«t d by pcpulA? pr'tongapt ' .r. j wh*r • »u#h r«Conc#:tl on~ ' 
la prouofd by qoo uot of th# yr . stautl .n n «?«clfi« ralatlon 
to this Ci;l| th# result Ip .#;' >rro.:p*tltl# with "any r. v 

*lvi\ift*d t-OAC#;;tl' n of <f i# j>r.oe« m or law* at the krv*in»; 
ur# of ;far Jured toc’.lKcr.y < yfronay ■ clcfcari, ?i 4 r*. 103 } 

Or th# ov&rt C oulnai ion of • trial by a y#n.;tfu! uob 


,,“w 4 

i'Vr- . 




^ *» r o-fl * £2> ?5b :* r ‘ % . - • 

"•*’ ;:7; ’ - ' 

toun r >1 1* a*ar# that hi; pvt> tier, l«pos*a on th# ' 
Court a f ,r*y# reaper. etbt lity I a ra^p^ntihiilty u»Ay will.# 
discharged In th# 11 ht of th# pror-- ! «i tl.or* that It lo $or# 
Important to th# «##urlty and 11 arty of our toun try that 
pro»##ot lr,t’ offlolala bt t,#ld to a courja c-f cor/uat ahlah 




c. 


will ahow du# ra^ard l# th«'ri?:ht* #f an tccj##<2 unfar th# 


. 4 


fifth and ''txth A iar,dra#ntB # than tt^t ‘.ha 1 povtrri.iont should 
b# put to tt#^ * Inconvihianat* of «Mlns to it that d#f# danta # , 

* - , ’ -V r - ' M • ’ . ;h 

how#»»r carlo u a th# na'ur# of U.a #h*r..,* a alr.f t thou* 

, " ... y -•-‘Vr • ;.' . **ir*%*"' 

art triad #oi#iy t*n •▼lc#nc# vr >du#ad In 0 ao irtrooa* 

■ . ■■ . ■; v-r ■ . pv 

* ' .' •+ ' "‘ • v ' 'f . ■ ’ T '*. k p 


i 


, .!• 
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•i?- 
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Th* petitioner robtll vi i charged with haring ton- " 
•plrtd with eertain r.aued ct>-<5 of andante to trar suit \r.f ora* i ion 
•laving to tu* n*i icnal 6 eftuoi of the United tat a, to the 

with intent and r«©?on to ellevt tfcai tuch tn format ' ;«». 
ad to the advent*, a of that country* : v - 

"uah art at c uat lun# U is 9bfic*u« f la of *ueh a pa aloft* 
oueln; character •? to hAve required tb« »o»t #orupuXou» and 

,L *rnt*V perfcraitnpe by the Chi ted 'tat* a K ttof nejof hit •£-> 

• ‘ • "■' W'.' ' ' v --- 4’! 

fitted (»*X6lb) # *duty to refrain fron Lapr.per aathod* aalcu- x 

latad to produa# a »rcr v .ful conviction** (••>:* ar ,•:* r y» 7n j t ad ,. 
tatee, W6 n.r. *70) Not oily wa& there an abeanca of f uah ; >r 


« 

| 

jb.f- • 

would ba usi 

I) 

i 


restraint in tht* o«'<a # but there was a course or c-..nduat,- • 
in marjr ao^the prior to th# pati tlonor 1 * trial, ehich wee 
‘lot haul# ted ». o *x*carbate an ?xlrti»V. fccetad" and diaturbad pobiia 
jser«t iaint, topped off by an extra or ln«; y event diri^ ; f the , 
trial- -the arrest a ■:£ lr>:iet*er, t cf one VfiiXlaa £erl— i.e fill ; 
iljnifioanca of V&Ioh id net W »e evident until aahy wvh# ' 

is -M- -- ■ 

•l --- -• "■ - »-«*“ • . ' _•••'• •».' , : ■••»• *rr ‘ 

ftar the trial itaolf wa :> ee^aiuOad* 


:-<p 




7 .- . 


r 


i • ' r « k Wv-i, l'- T "' . ';*£* -..;j '..l 

j! v : ^4. ;rta prdaacuticn** ©a * .• * ainat patltioh'Vr' and V a ao- ' i 
'jftaf *ad*nt ? raeted aclaly n tba dooiou* t%#‘.l»ohy bt, aalf-o^riftitaadj 

tttad parlor ar* ■ 3 <Sd) Jha datar* -.| 

d «aa;x at ataha involved daoiairn ty th« Jury a*._to ! 

*e?.* • f* • 1 :4 ) ) • *ha prirclpai wltraecaa ] 

rrc^eoutio**. staked Its ©a"#V««r*. 


Sx 

■ " * 

jjaplaa \ P# X 04 ' ) and an* < 

• V.; 


l^inutl./n, vf th<c id*ua;x 


• - 

jjtha eradtnvlity of wit 


\v : 

Upon whu/ a qr<id lo f * i i ty 


• 

|i ••• 

|* r X 1 1 c her { a 1 1 ;•» .•? >u* fc •> 


a- 


and 


iAT ft * 


%V 


ann f.uth r angla?. «* t>-a hr^i?>r and «’ ^ ■ r.-laa of 


,en': arp* r hrf trial had he : >u^ c*n ‘•*rc. p, li>"lj tho v a'ot -*1 


|}*»i •_ .< • s - V. r ?' . * 

( !^ ; af ertf ncee IF*--) arc u the "pi*iim'ttd r*) Ov.;rd ’of “proceed In £# 

,' a* at/ 1 *f led to ar.d printed for ti e 'pjr a. of r.f.itlcn for 
•• certiorari in the >v pr.d^a Court* --•••». 


•2 *» ~ 


•i , / > • 






taking of teetliaony, thro.; nh the witness hlltcher, on ^iarch 8th* i 
His examination was ocnoluded on varoh 9th, and h e va* followed 
by Cawtd Cre.wnilsea, who continued dri.thp Hand throu h ^ar ch i; 
Uth # when >• oonoluded, to bo followed by 7 p uth ;T^wn ; ;l^ a. 

who rema In ad on the stand until uid-isornlns of Har on^lc th, .when £ j/ 
after two'^lnor witneaeee, she was fo lie wed by harry 'oW# : . j 

testimony of Cold had o direct bearing cn the ,.;uilt or Innocence ^ v 7 = 
qT any defendant a on trial; only If the crcen^la^ees and ?ll’ char . f ^ 
were to 0 believed would Cold's testimony have had valid oireua* . I 1 
I etantlal significance. : .ti<: . -'.— '•i 


5. At this cruolal ' aca nt there o©o;rr-*d the following , . 


- 1 


events— not of reoord In the Instant case— the full motivation and k 


j! after the oonaiuslon of petitioner's trial. On Tuesday , Veroh 7-* 

li., V>;- . ‘7' '-7.7 " . ' • /:••••- 

)j 13th, 1951, the '"rand Jury which had indlotwS petition r and hie ' J ? : -7’ 
| po-def andan ta returned an Indlotnent for por'ury a ain't Vrilllaa 
Perl. ( Criss* ..145/43) The indiot^ent was orcc-red ealec by 777. 
j Judse coddard, then presidin'' in t he principal .original pert of- 

I '" • ’ ' • J- . ’ •’ 

I th 1 e Court* The Indictment was nevertheless tdken before Judve 

it ' ■ . ,\ L k*fbL " ’ • Vv.i,.. - • ' -! 

li I *h» Kaufman, who was then actually en a-ed In presidin' at tha-; ; -f 7 

'j ■ . ‘ \/y ' ■ 

| trial of the instant case, &.. d ordered opened by hi a on ^aroh ' 7j; ‘7- 
!j : ■■■ ■ - 7\ : 7. 7 - -'7777^ 

jj . 14th* At the same’ time, Jud^a .Kaufman f inned the bench warrant '7 &7:7 

ji for the arrest of Perl. Tha indlolraent a ainst Pari char*? ed ':>ia . 7 . 
ij with having.' testified falsely over ei/ months before, with res- • 7 
.j pect to hie aoqua Intance ship with (1) p -:t ioicner --o^ell, (?) his 
;; CO-defendunt Julius " ocenber*?, ; 3) vsl-ne Klltchcr i oho wife ..f ' ‘ vr 

r • .- ■ ; _ - ; _ .7 

j! the per jur<’r-withc- r. c , ax clileher) u. b ( 4) t-o i:*.*; t vicu^ls , : : ^ 

li Ann and >;ichael icio rovlch*«*whc so name f l''ared orc-sr-t nent lv In the -feV -- 


true eharaoter of which oo Id not be a parent until /cany months; ; 


:HT 


toptircony of Tavid Croon la i {e. ~. r . 445-C) 




c. The ir.( lot.nent and arreet of Perl --he Wat arrested"' 

i -7 ■ • 7 ;’ 74 .. ■■-::■ •■■■■■ . 7 . 

' on the evorin;- of >‘&roh 14 th, 19hl--h=b the effect thoh ‘in he vent 

i * “ • - . ■ * • ’ . • *’ - 

could only huvs bre-.i calculated to >*c. It resulted in sansaV ' 

1 t ionul r.twt paper, radio an c- t»lsvi?*..r. ..uni Lei ty c-n Vurc:. l;‘th. 




of * character \ct o.atftnfflbly hbWin to vo w.ttl: the tr!»l of j>rt- 
ltivru r r in/: ’hi a 1.71c* nut ev.n with*-. a* p-ir‘- 

:Va»w of prior a-'a-uny.t Iona *oy tr.$ trial Jud^o lav^n if it fe a-* 

.. j *4^-30 thAt »-4Ch a .rOT:it;.,rj, **?• ;«^r taken ; erlouely) against 

jrtid*n3, *a- O'tt .tfUe ««««'’ in .the,/ »*«;;» pare* \fl*^:R*lli) . 

i aij .^ c ^y ii.?*'.r#d on the* front f*: r e -;f ewer£ s<» yprk city 

morning newspaper'^ >!* oh 16th, 1*51— ncludln* the tabloids, 

woo. d tron t Pi^i « pa o# i * ' at . a pireraiu*. tt n-i prgol nantly' di * “ 

p la y ad In every after noon >. • « s pare r . Yfc* oiniats f iherao tar of 1 

thl a p»bi 1 o l ty --ny t in |i.e record on U.c tr.al—^aooaaa arparint 

whan o^r-iparad with what t* to be fcunC in the r a cor'd* ' The foil 

onalitp ano charao’ar appear? in U,a phctoc-tetV of the r la van t 

niwcpaper.e, a*; to the p;tlticr. of the defendant 

f- o f enberg of t v ovaabar ^c/ , 1952, sl c ned by true hut l H V oidch, 

I bej leave to have Incorporat'd. hiVatn in their .anti rety ind 

treated as an :.x)*l>i t hereto# Tha Scar York flxaa ', for a V aw? la, 

•arriea a Uo-coIuao p*,:«-oua headline v aeftaaCional^rea t^nt^ fpr 

tl^at newapapar, >f the >tory of an arreet.of an v "$jfoer*'lea vmlmawn 

per c on ) . . ■ C o!u»b la , v **oher Arrept^d; Linked to 7*0 on Trial is " 

piao% r%0 eeparatt ttyrlaa appear in ibe parallel a olaane under 

the ..two- column heads tr,c goo, re la tin,: to the prcwioua day* a teatl- 

**>ny a:. p'. titiener'* trial— which the Jurore ai-bt not have rtadj 

tha oth.ir, coraernln Perl, which the juror* could have felt /anti ri 

ly fra# to read, and J tided •?hy*iol*t Celled perjuror in r toying 

| that H» Xh*w foianbari or robe li»* Tha taat of the' story that " ' 

follow* contain? the following etc t e®*nt& attributed to the Uni ted 

: tetev Attorney, who has ntvor denied treking the*f 

* r# iypol eaid a l*o that ;erl had ba*n lint ad by tha " 
,^?.*? r *'***** •* * potential witna^a in the ourrent atoala 
aapiona $e trial* fiia^inUnde* role or. the etand, wr. 

e°fro^.ora€e ee'rtaTn *eteta«#nT*"iaada 

^•rtnaant e^ neiataTn Jga^irial ^: j 1 

It ta <iiffi«u;t to balicfe that »uch a quota! ion waa " 
faiaaly^aitr Ibuted to Kr* aypol* it Is aean <*ore difficult ta' . 



•> 


un<i aral in* how it U** revalue r> " ur o'c n a ■ > r e <3 . 


s tft nr« rd va jt in I -5 >‘<rwr; Ion & c , ok, he > J oh 0 r»- ! uit f 


f u* n tlis. or. urt ► elC , 1 r. Sr. 1 '. ?<$ tat* * y» •) ^ • n. 


100 *=1* *? i ••...■»<* * n 


WOO)* 


' * j nVed hSidiy > 0 * that the ryMi^in -r Mich octant*;-- 
du r 1 n - the course ?f the ir'»l vu» a flagrant Impropriety* 
.' jf tha printed wor<# r^d hoar e:-:>k*n to Juror, cr .if 
■ they .-*u'b*eh contained ic< o letter a .-r^tad to fib, * rt 
‘ "or fonsa pun i*hu> la h y fine ar.e i f:;pr 1 „» •> navn t * ■ *. - C* v<5 " — . 
been ccssnlttod| and It is little lada ulane&^la 'o taka..,;.' 
tha rv t improbable ehanc** of re^ohlnr. the juror's ^inp hy 
tha. aethvd of fiiblloat < ort jn r Wi^elyrfPae. jcurnai v r. 


?? bat aver the res» on for**6va pro* a cut or’ a Ifs/au-ity In t ha 


. ( 


pro * an t case, it in obvl-u®, ffo* U.a v.arrative c f % ha event® of- j* 


tha trial and the preoiaa t 'nl n.r of the >jbUoa U*"-n, hoa any 
do ubt « t ha t any Jurors «t »;ht have ' V ad o *: a a rn i n ■ tha dubious » 0 - 
complice t a 1 1 sorvy ta nd a rad by 'Sr . ay pol at t ha trie 1 . o • i ** 


have ba*r. raeolrat, fop ‘he jury, v.ahor;. the .rtcyr<5 . a* 3 c or. . r fc r y 
to U«| ty this t ypa of * eorr oh or a t i on ■ * - - " 

Tha prdiatn*naa of the pub 1 4 oat I o, and ‘.he f.»ot tn^t^tha 
Jury d i a par « Sd’ eeeh day in the ' pr a t on '* trial, 1 1 ~r* • '* 1 1 ih 1 a 

that t bare «*r k • * art *e*n and dl ^ e* se&d by ti,.a jurcr *» 


' ' » it i*. idl i to tay tt»at^tharo is.no dir*?ct;iv lder;ca 
to Rhea that tha jury rtad tha?a urtUl«. k * hay 
a p K - ear ad In dai^y l^auas of laac. In- aud 

_»#r# -.C4 wared 'roadaa>t ’ owwt tha coa^-.Uy. :h* . 

ury s- apara tad » t t V>e ol o 4# f ' a oh c a * ^ l ov> ••* f tha 
oourt, and it I* inaradibla tbsv, oot into 


tha oow.'ttinity, ’ tbay did net and raad th*na 

no a a pap ar pu> X lea t i on •* * ( *• // r jr 


19 '*. ad • 52f 


7, '^p, .'aypoi *a* not alone In ui-i n the occa- ! ion 

of tha p^rl i r«U to etnd extra- Ju’.ciaX Infers* tier, to tba 
Jury, *la the pra a and radio. Wr* J* d t a: Ho6ver felt v 
Xapalltd to anreunoi, icoorcln - to the Tt •* e, thAt r r l ' a 
father "*a# a nativa nf i.u^la" and that ^"rl h«tn undar 


jlnve s tl nation f Inca ahortly after tha arrest of. Ha ry old". 


' iH; 


•> 6 * 










J - .if* !t * nl ** ond rooordo «r vhi» court, * upper* 

Ui, olrou^vonooAo/ tfc. Pa ,i rtrttutiwit, lh« 
«n«*oUn or w.o Ir.attt4»nt, tb» erro, t ,f r>« r X, ond tho • Cl; 

pr V! *!.*’*””** Pf * h * In.«<nn»ott»n;*tth : tK^fC 

trr.tt, mm », i^utlnltod t„ , hoortnj; uneor'sooUon sssiv^c 
to rotoralao otiothor «.# 'MvtrtUn tht . ’i» S5 . .»» 

brought ‘bout la o#»nnor' lao-.n'Hot witb'th* Fifth ond 
Hxth *aont!»*nt« to ths Con tltut Ion of tho onsi'od ‘'to too. r T - ' 
•>o aont’cnod obovo, tho ln«*lot»»nt ; oourrod e»«r elx'aonth# ■'■■■> 

oftor *-rl> « ollOijodly foloo tort'aony . Tho .orlmo 

or p«p Jury 1* » *•?*»» » >«• | jit »l‘ hU«n t h|ff > td f .. 

■;#«%, *c:<J Perl b**f ".ot oniy not bun trttt'jjt 
to ^ O * t* t ft * Vit rne j * » of f lc # b* s »c at ' 

vt ?°l pc 5* 1 y opro9*<J’«rrort® of Paris, cc«m^x t+ -lvt that 

difirxignt a trial# . - • .... v v 

At th* l \j*oi of '/ ar^k I^rwe^t* I6tb, p 

19% 1^ tsreriaotad py #t#no v r« i -bic aiming cf ' preceding* ; ,^‘7 
b*fcr .rjc r v- 'O <•:* 0 •*: file tn :.:»!* Court ■; Cri«* i3g/4£) • 
j, city, ;.h *t fvnrit vnl toe: ■ \,tut tt«,rn-jr. ( *fco a lao 

<Joon -cl c * rcooK. for the yevarriaent In Ui* trUV olf patU'ivnar); 

it a to f: X 


*/ ho £ r»v*r*.i*r,t 1* re*.‘y to >rc; *>►. A^ril r n d# 

,,,c * 0/0 •'* cur. .»el ;"c-r tho d«.f ;•«<.#* t ?.ac ahvifad •••».<;. 

tlt.it be :< olr lc be en & *d ; >, ike 

••-til ti a r 1 1 r ft’ C bo v .>.!•£ n : t o« r tad; for trial 
until tfca i t v - w r r*th .. r /» r 1 X. ; gyi-rr.at»nt 

r-td -.0 o\> ’<<t : tc th* .;ot6 rt oo-^n el '-v^v 


Vvi 

>.■> ' 


■.»*- 


• **£) 




- V ' f. J 

*Voi* 


■ i 


. ", ’ -ws. i 
• } :;>i 

■ . j 


Tha gOf^rpawnt f.id not^ ht»«*er # proceed oa April i7 *> 

IS 5 1* jUooidln-; to Periy?# unc- btradiotad • V*t In an tf* 

fldavlt tn rapport f * <n:>tlcn brou-ht on f n2«r to eh cm CA‘*e# 

• June *rc # 19;*; la an • rfort to fore e * trial* ; v ..; 

' *-vi» Juno 4, 1961* tfce trial dot# wasatt for Juno 1'# 

'•••*■* 1951* 44 th* point both a yealf and «y ocunsel war* 

• atually rfady for trial*# ' - 

Thor eaftar, l.* *ays # trial was ju cost* 1 rely adjourned to= 

Oft Obwr «! ’.y 5 ^ ^ v; . 

# 'inaUjr on ..that fa ia, the o»?t war, marked off the 
' y V g*lan v *r vy the On It ad .\ttcmey* ? 

Th« tfnlsad, 'tat? .? Attorney's officer, which, a * m ted 

a v ov*, c l *ol*r*<2 durln t hw ;v aroanwy of tit 1 lUir'# trial, t. at 

It whs * ready to procaed on April Ind", -.liAl) foujbt tcovb and -j £ 

nail *aln*t gain • to trial In June of 19 i f* It *e~t to the . ..4" 

length of flltn.*; an affidavit, inccrycru tltv> an ear 11*: *f f icV VSyt**-]--' 

of «ay £0tn, 194«r # by ; ocarfc *a'rt in , a: « lata at ttfj . t- | 

t<,rn*y, claimin' t . ;;;y j ./ 

»T'n a r •« on t ho t thi c'a ■> c h • ; no '. h e an "hr c u . bV. to h : j- * ; 
trial to data i* i> i&ca u.se^ & ■ way. utii&r ’?ca • fvn& ‘Vhl cto ' ] --•• 
■ xaj net properly SiiclotfG ~t thi- time, the T-nitad ' : .hi ;sv ; 
r l*tc Attorney beliated it r?a irablt to ! 5 v r ; all • * 

a pact;* ? a: an . err *~-C 'ob* ii . proaee.itl-. n h'.? j 

plotac5 befo: t oo«rsenoln_ ;-roc«out i. r. int. e d \ - \ 

o ;u:th*r, Kyles .?• ;aa ne , tno united : t» vtc ht* •; 

terney in pro entiy an-, a ;. tC In llti stlon of o>j; l<5rr« ; ... 

a die liaport^noa In t;.<a'ot--a of h* • r» : hi!? ahst. 1 ; ->• ;-^h- ** « . .... 
rlysn, e t tl *r*i la? juvt ooapl toc» prdieobt ' ■ n in ] ; 

tha o««a of T r • • V# rr«>*? Jc C j Wio* -,ooro inr ly , h.a "l&'sfc; . ; 
"oa our.rwt po.*-« bly la hr;u ht to trial until tho - ' .r' h; 

... . fall Of lyhf.* 4 — :;4r • .. • : -^y- ... , v . . .. ]; 

an£ th*-n r^.atln , !n tho now affi h»vlt of Juno 9, 

*^ff*n»c wl^r^ed in 1 1 •. a %t*S X v ta* an t in t- is ca 'e'y^ 
l& cno <>t tf»4 rto- t aertc-ve Import, .^h;. ie 

a ':-hystci $t ar *. a l. a itr.f -j racial i«t' fe !n ao.o c^. 

he as don -a work In fields tep aijt liter? ‘•eorce’*# 
ho l *« crr.*»r£vQ with p<r Jury in that ’ho de^ly-': ?■•.' ■.•/ .1 n • 

Ufv 2 f a ran <2 Jury * Inf*.? i l. c > tin : f t p.lcn'Jre , ;.c: .»;o* 

Wic :4!'-e rubecQ-.ently c^n- lott-6 r ; f ft:', a In Irs . 

£;-p'. orva ' on ucHr.alf of th^ uvlet -;; l n. “ht-s '-r 3cu* ; : 
tton mu* o.*pl na v cu: a, t..-t -i Cuiiu. o^»v.s* . ■ 

* * *r./, -a & t ■• t .*.en o nap 1 • *»d, a* .c . 1 > t r * at : : 1 1 y c«».j Ur» ; , m-j .« 

Po:et.*le a noil eat Ion. fur re**t- w hy"’ ,v ^ J 'u;>r«-e f ouvt* -5 
'‘'h.e L'nitod *.4Uf ..i tbiT.ay f tt-a *: It t^hc t o ; re- ; -u 




1 


•;* >• is <5 further, av, f r? . c-a 1* t ? * : • roc- f X n r. 
•i-'tli t;t '^WnUr ca •: o u y : r . 

/v .... i .»• it c ' " ' - ■ . 

0Or:O* C*»I# '■ 


rvr ;‘ir: 


t* - 

rve v h" 


.- ■' 

?■ i ■ 


. 1 . . 


■ wv- 


V. -A. 


'j ttift S simile ti'?r- ;h» t ihe .trial of ; r rl ' 3 t would 

jibe • CiffioiiH cr« # *nd h*ne* not r* ftdl Xjr triable by an m r tletini 
■j (*ni tec \ tfttfte Attorney, It belied by the *t attaint of \ n:***nt 
!j'% • •Attorney, ,‘ol^y* on -Arct- ?oth, 19&1, In ».!tr^yi,Ufl .<tnut*a 
lion fll* 1 m tuts- toit’t . In a r. nine & *ln t it :.wtion for ft biii -'f 


r. 


t s 


*n ,; 

-■■y 


00 file in tUifc ftoir t , In a r.-^ ulnc ft ftln.t * ;.v>tlvr. for ft '■? 
p*rt l« lift r.*v* ' " 4 “" ^ ' s 

*-t this wire Wn tpuwolVy difficult Oft « # if It *»» 


« ooa,- 1 1 oat e<2 f • • tuft 1 . ftUuft tion , If it r ' irftd , r« t 
p» in « t n pi* ; par In 5 for triftl, t hfta 1 eoul* ! ' un d vr -tftr'd 
,.tfc« dftfcntft co in el’ « . r od ' «*aft n t • . 4. ,j| 0 •-< i <J •> t ft , : :r ? • 
with their oont .nticn, liOftftVer* feat this ij» ^uoti ft 
tlapl* 0* f • your ^ on or# I donDtic'i wHy 'y unu n iTl 
'fiXowtnce ~nv.;ultf "be* rift’f.ft In ft bill of p*;t leu lore* . 

( ‘fiph* tupp*) j. . 


c-T: 


*■ 


VO. The 0 1* la U.ftt Vho w ].Tci«*ie* Of,tb* court were^^. _ 
ftbutftd* obiftlr. audition*! support fro* the inference wt.Uh oen 
&• drawn frofl th« fore oin,;/, tha*- it **? never f*rlou»ly Intended 
to hr In .? ? v r 1 to trUlj when the pr 0 « e«u t to n I a fh t hi # Irtd i 0 1- 
**n t * Tbftt lnfermeo, .?or i ■> « • 1 $ it* 1 apl i c* tlon# jm 7 b* , It . 

* up, orted by the t twin,: of the i;> i t j*ftn t, » nd tbft’ r 'o X r c a« • *ne • e 
eet tortb |boye» ftltftrnftt lt« jlnfftrinftft^ 1 1 tht prft v *nt ; 
junetvtrft* in ▼ le« ;$f the • to t eaent e In tbt Her tin *ff i<:*vlt» # ~ 

!• th»t tho pro > • euti n It ever* that e trlel of 1ft rX, if ; i 

hold fthUft thft }“oiftnV*rs* Vr*' will nft«ftj:ft«jrUy brins out 

*'•- ■ ^ - • • .»> ^. . * ‘ f ■ ’* ' s 1 ^ 

^ .<*.*■* . ■ , r ^ ■*■-»■' " , ' *- ■■' - ■* ^ 

•vldftne# orfeoti wbiob bev* Vtftn hitherto 9uppr#»ftftfl # wnleh will 
Oft-ftOnsVrfttft.thft innofttnoft of petitioner ond hle‘ oo-def endiint#* 
r«utj if thftt I* tb« oft -oi^ft r i«bt to r«liftf under Action HIM 




; 


oxi»te # elnoo Sbo tcabwinr tupproaeion of euftb focte li o* anoh 
t vie la tion of duo pro«f •• of l*w o» the knowing use of 
tftt tloony* ; ?-■- -V. ' 

|j U. :vftr »nd ftbov# th* injury to *11 dofftndftntft, ftriting 

out of thi# f*rl inoldont, 1# * partioulor injury to petltiMJor 
vhlfth «*y b# fttfttftd ft o folXowft the r • won ft »oricu» »n<! tub* 

etftntlol <uo; tlon on the ' trio l of tbo inaiotnftnt herein, ft* to 

- • ■ / - j. . • 

wbetbftr thft proof «bowed tbo >tri^lo ftontpirocy ftborged by tbo in- 

dlfttftont, or whether It thowod two teperote olltf^ed ecn«pirtftieft # 




* 7 - 










^•,4 “ 












*■- c ' r * eto.nlc dspi , h i ft.;iFClr l)< t*«*" the 0;'6r.«- 

and otivr * In Uh the trlel Juo r :* sc- ■■- *ledj«d • *»U-?Q) 

j! -. ; / ' ... - . s. • 

tfhat ' oheXl ild nut part' clasts, end ths .;• _t hsr t£ly b^jtw«fcn"-. 

c oernb r^j fcnri r obsil| hoTjn, - io^o with h*:h*«r> 'an td*ni , 1'fi*d 
rjktiertei c 6 ;jhl» eo ; ? • o :*rt *\re end y.ub* i 

"ftenruJL, in-ted^ec' to ;*v* “StyWed fpo»\W:c« ; ’;fr*ok ' of the &it#d '; 

, |t*tv*Court of kpflfi * dlG/ifrtt frea the iffirancf of th« cWrlc- j 

■ ii . . .. ■ ... vv ; - :. . ■ •••. ;. ■ . { 

ion >f * oXnll k on tfco ground/ &et, If in factteo oon^iraote* - -' I 

re proved, "thn ;?r eju^ieial error he a been ooroltv't-d, for ‘obeli' I 
tat Jointly fr|ed with '*» .’ or e: os*lc energy spies /who'SiTeete end 

i ■ ■ * v " . ■'.'•• " • •• i 

e.fla rail cue »-rt held b Indin . u;>on M* B , :*■*. Ivii-ftj X®6 ? (2d) j 
ii't p* iOO). The Majority of the Court of Appeals, In aff?r»Vn-* - “ i 

• ! -v>. . . .■■; .. - •'.* . ! 

j*e45» to have oellaTad that •the Jury oval:’ e-d did reasonably lir ! 

; lnd” that .tir ere »a* a iln :1« con*. ; iraoy* Add tx* olio i tor . j 

In opposition to eertiorart, contended that th* Jury 

J ad *o found, •; P.r* hpp* end did n t deny tha t Ifi'is « 

>• . : X: ; . " 

, ury queatLcn. • - • - ' ‘y ' 

5ut on tM a Ua ie, <o tauch in doubt th*t Jud 9 " ■ y* ~k 
< isetrited from the ejff Jr^anto of petitioner*# * nyiotio", the 
er lino I dent end attendant prt'Juci lolel publicity inotted by th* 


'*H*S 


^tl'.-n, *a * oalo-la ted to.bf’inj improper pr »«;< re to beer on 
he Jury# TiJ*ou h th* in* leUeot of i'crl there **.’■ e^phe alied er4 
hrou{,b tbe puMieity 'thero «« ree.'.phet-iied the exieteno* of * - 

-■; v> ~ \ '* ' ■ • ' ...... • ' 1 > - 

ial»«d n#xu» between Terl end Po ell, end between l ; rlVd Anii ; 

... 1 . ■'. . . . ■- •- . •- ; *-v 

j nd yloheel '-Idorceieh, individual* never teet ifled to e* hevlhg j 

*d enythln - to do with f obeli, but whooe eile^^b role in the eyi- j , 
lent# *t the trial fie eon fined to elle.ed^ C*i>i\n f -v In a toxie etpiaf- 
iye beteeen Jullua Msenber^ end iavid re«nf;Ulf end Jierry ’old* . 
jrbOf . tber# we* throwi into the >4elee *n entiraly improper 'en-” f*trl-> 
in tru»~nt of perr'uetion, eeleulated tv prcduee en unfelr 
eeolution of the question eh*th«^ the te^tie^ny ooncerning -obeli 


related to a ' aa pera ta agreement, or whether, .(*• Judge Prenk : 
Btatea the isaue) *he became a member of the Hosenbarg-Creenglass- 

CtoI^ oonsp Iraoy* * 


“ PRKTKi^h pn^icrnr past icoLABi* . w£v:>RA3t.« 

, 50 BKLL • ' -•■ . * - V: - 


IS, Apert from the P.rl inoident, in the pre-trial 
;pc,riod and during the perio^of the trial, defendant Sob ell was 
a tthjeoted to V$o at pre jud icial m or t vf p^G^t o r - in o 1 1 «£^^t 11^ 

publicity, which he and hi» .'ooun^Al » ere ^powarlbs s to cuallenge 
bafor <5 the trial because of concealment, by the prosecution of 
the Particular k of the base e t .al net him. The nature ana char- 
acter of the pr e^ttdlce la beat oemona traced in the ligHt of 
t?:a fact that at the time petitioner was sentenced it was : -» 
acknowledged by the trial 'jud^e that e_v_ldejic e_ in th» ; , g%a g. . 

did n ot po int ro s ny aot ivi Vy_on_your j^srt . »**£ ,-* £ £. - 

a teas b o mb jy o jeot n • ( H * 1B2Q) • r £. 

The indictment on wUfoh the trUl of petition: r and bi§gg 
co-defence rt had dl<That r eveal t. '* fact, and t he p ro eeou-^ 

t ion in latently opposed hie .tr ; .ul counsel’s tfiorts, by way of ^ 

proceedings for a bill of par tioalar s, to ’get some enUghtenment 

i 'as to the nature of the charge against him-^.As Juuje Frank 
I said for bh> Giro uit courti ’ ; ;• - . : 


n ••obeli* e c aha e 1 5f a> gued t ha, on the basis of the r. ^ . 
indictment and tnf orStlcn stained from an 
fui'itte:,pt.to get a jooro erlijhtening bill of parti- 
culars, it was impossible fr r.ooo + x to. ae^ f^^ltion 
Severance earlier on th^e , rc und 2 . Lobe 11 ’ e posit ipn 
paema well taken, .alfcfct^h 1* not r.eceosar t 
oice >ny question of waiver involved in his failure to 
requ est s evfi an oe« w , ^ B * iooi, 






The Prosecution, buiov^r, e* a ±1 tl&jn -ove b-en a^ijre 

',.U 

of what tha trial ju<’je Si Hbovas tnat 

petltlono> n»f iiotaln. .to cii: «Ua ato.ilo «,;.i nare. .Vat, par- 

alstoit.lyand pirvaslvoly, fror. v:i* ;4‘»ant.£f ^muner's . | 

arrast , tfcay a.o=*.-lU 3 o’ tipi-aa* o* . ,f fra ccMrinlt, ’ j 

' ^ , v t » ; v- r Aitr belief that oet.lt toner was I 

from w.Ioh t ho jvrurs at: o Giu*r x... v-uw v . . 


•n **tom spy*# For e xaaple, the headline*, of a eneationel ohar- 
• otar , reporting enncunc amenta of the cl r eat or of the F*B.% end 
the United $$ate» attorney pertaining to so'ooll 1 a arrest— the > 
first pub liolty which his. nat:© and pc r at nallty reo*ived--were of... 
the’ following nature*! tfew York Journal A»c-r lean, th^wV' 

I 960 , he 1 f banner, front pi$e hoed ” A.r r cat f. . Y » Wan Rrds* * 

A- Spy** , Juxtaposed with a large cbo to graph of p-/titicn*r cap- 
tloied "tforten sobe 11, Accused $p y H . The flew York i* :.ly News 
(Au*uet 10, 1950) headlined the story, s cioss, threc-f Iftha of a 
pag», "Flee in;: Radar Expert Kahbed as Atv.i ,: p$% with petitioner's 
namt set forth in ^Large type in the r l6©d" aanter.de of the story. 
The Kew tr ork T i a : s in i t a pro mlnent f a p e one $ t c ry c u o t e a CT * 5 . h ' ' ' 

Attcrney faypol se felloes* *Mr, h»ypol a&tU'that Dobell had 

- ■ ■ ■ ■■ ■. r 

uianj dealings with F.ose noerg in ' the conaplracy ^ to « uppiy F:ues la" r * 

with atomic secrets". . . .. .... 

. ' v " m ' * ■ * " 1 * r * * y< • +• 

This accueation, whlob pju.pt have been 'known to the prose- 
outhn to b e false, v»ii repeated in various fo n-j«, :eth' directly 
land .ndireotly, in oharao ter i>a lion, orlor to the trial, of *■,, 

ii ' . * 

jj-obe.laa an alia eed tt aton spy*. Fh. j isVw ytrk Journal American , 
||au iu t 19 th, 1060 : " ^ , ,■ , . ^ o }}■ r ing 6 th at .»?, py ?' ua p e o t Here" f p , 1 ) j 


jJourdftl American August $0th, "1950, phoco t bn, "iirs. Dobell 

i . . v. a it oa her * t o oi a py « < a p a o t hu a o a n o " ; *; e v Ycr k Poet , *„ ug u at 

: - : • ■ . . " • 

|l . . ■ . ( V 

:J30 th. 1950 t, ‘, Idan h-^ld *»i .tight h A-Ooy, awaits We turn 11 : V»;-w 

. * s • > . * '■ 

Ijfork j'.g '.ly Wets August r : 5th , 1950 n cth A tow Sny Su spool held in 
,,jlQG '5 1 s b» 1^* • J j x «..ipv L-y d with. > lt A2 n uii tc* of Aortuo ‘‘oholl* 

J( Horton r o bAl) v;u r a. rented in r^rftr.o, *'ex. , by y.n. \ . agents 

jS < i ■* - U/ £ r • • 

j^e a c or J 3 y & , © >.»6 mb er c f t i .© KlftU f. runes i n t e r r. h v, < onr.l c \ o mi o a py 


jjy t i-Uj * «• ..oh /t‘0 /.ofc QOi'.tTiOt* Pj*.* ’v 1 1; ^ rn-'S n, .> r- ov/ p — 

| paper r 1 1 £ or o that r a - o c no t{ mV' ant 1 - < .j i c v < o.m < fi • ; » * * 
spy” t>&rt n A.tp'- spy” * 
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. fortht#r,lB 
' ; n n' found ln th ‘ 

• ;! ■:’; roflootlofi th. ,, 0 ', ; 
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>j There 1$ not a solntilla of suoh evidence, or any evi» 

denoe in the oa^e, by freon glass, havin'- to do directly or Indirect:- 

lily with Morton gobell* .. .. ... rf-lf'- j ' 

jj 

H?. It ia, of four, a, no answer to all this .'that the Indlot-X&j 
went charred .a '"single* conspiracy, and that, an alleged oo-oonspir'j^ ! 
atpr has a oons tractive, albeit f i oVjft lou s , r e r pon a U> ill ty for ^ f ; 

aote of hi 3 00 -con spire tor** Ihe numerous oondenihationg of {' j 

petitioner as an "a tow spy"— in many instances all* gin - direct j 


parti olpation— were not accompanied by cautionary instructions. 


or addresaed to an audience learned in the entangling hicetieo of : 2j 




the law of conspiracy# . ' „ >• 

Kor is it an answer that the jury was instructed hot to 
convict unless they •‘believed* the testimony of Max Elitchor 
<R# 1530) The purpose of what haa been s^t forth in this af- 
fidavit has been to show how the jury was brought, by unoon- 
* ti t utipft si m cans, not of record and henoe not appealable, 
to believe a witness whose credibility was so aispeot. '*4 

The prejudice Created by suoh' unjust dsnunbiations as. ' 
"aotuslly plotting to feed atomic feorets to itussia”, (supra) 
was compounded, at every stage, by the injection of the equally 
false aooueAtion that fTobeU hadnofe only conspired concerning 
the a tow bowb, but. had done bo as a c 0-0 on So ir at or of Dr* Klaus' 
Fuoha, who has been referred to as the *»oefc notorious epy in 
raoent history* (541 tf#s# 494 at p# 548)* whila the court way ” 
be suffiolently aware, so as to be able to t ake judicial notloe, 
of the prejudicial char aoter of an unjustified coupling of an 
j individual with Klaus Fuebs, It .aaybo well to r eoaoitula e the 
following historical faots# During the entire post-war period > 
—from 1945 to 1960— two most disturbing series of even s, to 
every imeriotn, part Icula ly urban residents, were the inore^ sing 
general deterioration of relationships between the United States 
and the Soviet Union, and the parallel breakdown iff or t a 

establish International control of the use of the horrible atomic 
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r t u •«»-- " 

y uao* of the atomlo boab at 

were oommon knowled g* « n d ► *gasaki 

<58*. and th, .our,., of . aon.Unt >,ut. of i 
Intense publio *lar»" l Blaoke tt" r.. V • ' - 

^.rUpoea, on thl. W^round, shortly .ft.^.W. ^ 

^resident T^n of „ < v * **“ *™ U tton »* • 

* 1 •xploalotj on r owlet territory - . 

7 S the ^V ^Xlc controv.^.. to whotfxar 

^1T * taowa > 8 th - ,h - u — )-*» ^.d *. - 

o boab In the .*•«• proportion *« that weapon had 
ower shadowed ewery allif.w 

u. ry 31#t 19so ■ y ,C: * POn pr,Tloual r. Invented, on J.n- -- 

. 60. the frc-.td.nt dlreoted that work With thi’-W J ■ 

bomb proofed.-*** 4 .^ " ; °r a. with the hydro £*i 

•toms., with ’ ’ PUbU0 *** " th * n * w *oa»b would tnsi 

t\$ h _ h P ° 9er l % t0 >°00 tlaea neater than the improved - 

riw^on bombs that v • v ov,Q • -r 

»«re 'u :**" d *»^0P*a «lna« the Japanese oitle. 

;W S ruo (Jr.YwfllBQS, Jab. 1, 19.50), />' ; 

* - w** 

oh. re«« Q r , ' ' ^ ^ on ^ 

Tin • ^ 0na8 *" , ' BrltlSh ~"* 11 Ato “ 'olcntUt Vb * spy A ftW 

ST*’ atthe ^ ^ J-S 1 

-. th th. hydrojen beat, development and ... thus In a po $ ui on 

L'M? V ^ - %h fr^^ K ( ld b « «>« worst, if the Journal 

I 1 * n s Quotation attributed to' Cr. II. p sithe h V ;: 

jL _ -v. ?•■'., • tr# n * b- 3ethe petaken at 

I 808 ;* 1U * ' AU — "As'ertoa*. closely Warded 

Cr* hJ — — - - : ^'lon„r -ret.* on,^ ^ 

,, -le country’s forsmest .ohysiolat'P nr 't •• •, , t 
-ferv.tv d. Bl , ' of Cornell, , nl v. 

- ,1 r “ * c y deolarod V’esterdnv" r r , b 

. s-erday (Journal Araerioar. Pabf'uary ft-, 1 -^n, '• 

The thec-oe ,>f 1 1 ., „ , , ' T ’ 13so ) • 

l! . ■- ■ . of the hydro,- e n bomo ' ma ' 

the a. role of Pech, lr , trans.ittin- hy > 0 - 0 - h-,V ' " 

L Flayed ovor a.od „var. with variations ' in th. 

ljfollo#in/ weeks. / ;«;• ■/**'■ * 

i\ •. . *;T v. ’ - v w' 5, 

'l ' * ; 

Jj “ 1 i* ... 
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!?• In the context Just set forth, an accusation of as* • 
•ooiation frith Fuchs was one that should hardly have been lightly 
rnada, tT«n assuming tt to be permissible for a proseoutor to make 
euoh aoousatlon othor than b afore a ^ rand or petit Jury* Yet thla, 
petitioner and hie co-ceffndanve wer* repeatedly so oharaoterited ,j 
--although the proseoution ultimately dleela ira d (but outside of j 
the bear Ins of the Jury (R. 836-7) any Intention to have Sop ell h^-'i 
and hie oo-def endante" character i&ect as co- conspira tors of tr. 

Fuoha* This, however, ' d Id no t prevent .the Inoltatlon* of euoh 
publicity as the following* "Norton sobell, 33 year old radar £*-/■] 
pert and, eighth Amoerloan suspect nabood in the Klaus Fuchs Inter- r 
national atom spy ring" (Lally Hews, August 2 '■ th, 1950 ) ; w fa tier 
Expert Indio ted In Fuehs Pins.” (/ally N;we, October 11th, 1950); 
f Sobell) 'was arrested as a member of the Klaus P;ohs etomlo spy 
rin?* (Journal Am ?r loan, August 19, 1950); “The F. : • i * today r'r 
nounced ^ the" arrest at Laredo, Taxes, of Morton ‘obeli of % Iew York . 

. <-t x,. - * • *• . **"■'+. i - 

.. “ h- .vqfe ; •’ ' ^ i . ' \ - 

..♦tha al.chtb accused 'spy to be apprehend ea as a result of the 
Klaus ibi oh s -Harry Gold atomlo espiohage esse" (Journal American 
August lath, 195 oY "a 53 year old radar expert ,wa a in Federal 
ouetody today awal ting hi s return to tftw York to face ohirgos ■•:Js r r 

that link him with the Klaus Fuotia internal tonal spy rln;-.* 

*• 'V’ 4, v ‘ .*.;•» f * ! 

Sobell, 'the elhth African arreted in connection with the ruohs H 

spy apparatus. •• Sobell was the second alle ged nomtotr cf the Fuoba 

rlhrf to face legal din this week* Just loo hopartment . V; 

F :r.U- ' ■ • • ?*r* 

spokesmen in Washington linked him with Julius fiosenbfr?#. .* ' 

( New York TH-.es, August POth, lfeo). u b b 4th >tsn {Roczrio. rp) 

in A tom f py K P lr. g . Kinked by F« 8* X » r t o O-olc-'uohs 'an:;" ("ally 

Firror, July loth, I960); “the .spy ring whloh fed infw.-Aiition 

to the Fu.oh'lans thr-Oa^h J.r. Ylaut Fuchs, top Kr'tlsh atomic spy" 
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# I have no per® na 1 toy wled^e as to “ihc-thor t: e a'i t ton.- to 
Ftiohc were prosecu tor* inspired , nut believe thut on their 
face, and in v it w of tneir tlir.ih- In r n-d n to the • arrest, 
' * the Fbe w s pa pc r stories o- rmit of .no . inference other than that 
,the source of the ohara c ter 1 to t i on vbt tlvj proto ov. tor . 




[I ( July 1950); "^orton r obeli, the latest «u s?i ot ’ 


jj ba ged in She Klaus Fuchs atomio spy rin roundup 1 * * { Journal' ■ 
jj 'jm>rloan. Au^uat 19th, : 1950); »-ob*ll. . . e.t*** a, a nioaber of the 
|| Dr. Xlaus Fuchs atomic spy rlna*» { ra Uy News, auru* 19th* 1950) j 
| * : 40 r t on $ ob e 11 , ft oo a sad of b ? 1 ong 1 ng t o the K la u s Fuchs spy " ring 
. which fad a^omio strata to^fcae U* (i* r; >u«uat 

I9s0 t p. 10); "it wa t exacted Cdraanplaos wo old turn 9 o ’erhraent'; 
witness at the trial of )n§ ^o-oo^plrators* in t he Klausjruohs atoi- 
lo spy ring. -Th? Fuchs" spy jp lot tire have b aeh “ de scribed a * j; hos ft 
jj mu i.- ly r^ponslble 'for the f act the t Jto? J.a Itow has the atowio"^ 
bomb* ( Journal American / October nth, 19f>0) | « hoover* g ann ouaba* 

erroat deol ar^ed that the suspect 'was par? of 
Xing that induced Fuchs, the British nuolcar physiols t and • 
three other Americans— fold, UaVid .iSrcenglaea and Alfred Peah" - 3 
flack" (Journal An risen July 19th, 1950); and finally "ATOM *py 

t*p:ab opbko - am as tm to 'kc??s a>il '*ou>« "Aii.ari charged -.J 

spocif ioally with eeplonage. and .cone piracy as key figures in tb# 
n ‘ ' torioufi ^ieus Faohe-Harry. Oold^apy ring, who $• suooese the Q6v- 
ernmont oiftims^pet the United state* five years In armament 
j advantage" ( J urnal American March o’, 1951), ,. __ ; ~ ,; F 

• u A?1 this, despite the fatft that It *aV ultimately eon* 
ceded (bu£Tih the absence of the jury) that there was nodal* 
of conspiracy by fobs 11, ;$r Mr. or Mrs. Rosenberg, with Juchel 
( H • 836*7 ) . . .. ; v " ■ X . • 

The constant reference to yuohft In the prortrlal publicity 
may hot have been primarily ,'floti rated by a deal re to pje jud ioe 
the defendants. The motive may have been laudable ar it way have 
not, for repeatedly and unjustly charging that the defendant* 
were oo-oona oirat ora with Fubhs. Tb« result la determinative, ir 
’hho pre juoioiel e ffeot. . .in being broujjit to' $>1*1 in th# hoftili 
atmosphere engendered by el f\hia pre-trial publicity, won Id *b. 
vioasly br as great, whether oj oh publicity were generated by : 
the prose outing offiolals or by a^oongr 6 s*l one 1 "committee hearing" 

. -15** ; 








hi* 


?-4- 

ryr 
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. ?• :.*■ •*' • rr ix •' ::-zm • fa 

r o # It * -i.l ::.*»/# bean a re*;? i^pr ,,)rloty on 


.the part " or th* facb: aitlr.* official- If ttey fa-?* « vat labi# td 
t h • pfa 9 so all thi s fa r l n ^ t #r i a 1 r e \ p* c t i r. . e 1 a n ay n T ■ c- 1 an i £ j- 
▼ > bnijtajS ^ fa at efa oupr * / fa *t> > w « pa fa‘rs # in th# a f. J*, y.a« nt of tr.nlr j 
' ©on * 1 1 tu 1 1 i_aa i rl^h.t .»/ not daprivfc aeofaad persons faf'ihair 


I 


rl ght t © fa ir t r i a 1 * The f a o Dnvlot l on r , tec ; 3 . »» i«d' by fa ch e ye n t 3,1 
do hot . 0 e t ; * riy cl v i 1 1 » • <i ec n t op t i on o f ao » i)T p e 0 s e .of la** ■ . * J* c k * . j 
i on and ; ra ■ kf ur t *r , j , c . n #urr i n h 1 n rfa/b i.-d t, _fa « k# ofa'lor : cnl 
? 4 i vi.-Z &o,^>. *■ fa;'" v : fa,fa; : ■ ■ •• j 

fa Tht ground* of oollataral attack 001 forth iibovc-*th& Vtrl] 
incident, an-? t ho rfafattd unjust fafaati bna ;f °*to.s ip y B ar.d fa - : 

rlr£*Vara i ml# pendant >f each’ otfar and' of tha .round not | 
forth In th* following c1a1»j and yat thay suj't also bo Incor : or- I 
ated Into, and taken at part of tba Toll owin'* ?‘cr U 1> the con- j 
tantlon of petition*.* r thut by th# inVaraittint *^- loy»pnt by’ pro: tM 
autin^ offloiala of tha n a* 0 pap o p? | ra^io an f trltni-i on , f or ^ tha i 
d l«s« ainatioh #f tbalr aliaf in tha t-uilt of petitioner j»nr= hla | 
« 0*d «f andant «, and tha a dv aha* d* pit t ion of a v t dtri.ot hot h aonla* 
tibia and inad*ii»alblo againat thaa, tha ii »a6x>ticn aala a fair j 
trial bafpra an Impartial Jury an impo aibi lity. 

■•Trial by nawapa.ara*. Ilka all oatol phrast 5 , «i*y b« j 

lootaly uaad rut it aumjAtrltaa an avll in flu w net upon the g^<oln» . j 

. ■ •• ’ " ' . ■ •• — . i 

titration of ertainal Ju tioa in tbla country'*. Uranlcf urtor, 

conourr lng in ^jnnakau p _v. : lor Ida *3?; U » v* 3,*1) . rba c^uri < may 
• till araotla with the proolaa or ;at«d by publicity for which L*. 
th# prosaaution baa no responsibility, but whan pro: ao .ti-.n offi- 
cial* ar* diraat part ' clpabta ir. th# brlnsrln to " aar cf tha *avll 
In f 1 u an 0 • * # th ar a i • a violation of ? ’du# proc • t a 0 f la * . 

15. Thi* ieaua 1* but t^ndarad by thaie paparej tha full 
raopa of aha t t» ooaptainod of pan nly be portrayad by th# ns# 

of thta Court* * proofs# to ioapel dlsolo^ur* of thanatura and 
of tha pre-trial *pr,t*a-f ced;n£: ,, that took pi tea bora on tha part 



of tha Pro.ao.tlon.both by w*y of fcrwl pr.V, 

by ■** «,f inf <rml *n~ un«9snnt* ... "r: > 

»->. M r Utrt M .t eT r r . ' xi««. r.,, h „ 

•* ”** '••£* •'*?*'** *•* •*>»•«««■ «***<, *r, ' oth b IMUH rf 
*h. natura ->f ,» »!.«,», .Itb fn. -^ut sr nt ,,, ,,. c tk , 

*«J br'.rtor attanfant upco •■ rouho«it«nt. ralatln* vVtbt •taaJo 
bosb .nJ tfce hyir-,j,.i to«b. 

”“***• f ° P * i:S ‘° 

( «•-•), :--uot* «. <s, r «i« ?wl by rltith •■. l thrm e >- it _inf„r»tio B . 
f\»rbl »hed 1 1 W.t, u, * j* r.^r.i • ur .,-4 f :nv*,U^U/„. - . n.H 

**'• Jiapn * 1 A-trictr, •..h la „ J . 3riJ . io to), ' 

• ‘an •'?**'• «i J >Umft*r ( it ste«*i to broad* 

~ ■ ? ; * < Jc ,r r a l S . 0 cri«r., 

r.br,ur, 5 th, 1950 ) -rhe ;Wt- W. .,« ;t nw by a >*t. of V:. 
.Ilbllo. y typified bj* *' T l £ » if jvr*a'r><.ntly j,ubil fhoa trtliXu 
Journal A .*rt««n, '«hru«.ry IS, 1 ? , U, is, 

•AKWIC pte. 'tlaldad by l?.«. Official U»!ty% coarUtnru , ' • ' 

•Ko 4 O-: rtoan -.rrtat.tf Vat" an ' >. ulrln 'st.c r, oiaot a"'Vh««- r' 

• h*tfcar btcau. a of t :4 s..ba«k r... ^c, or far" oih«- r 8a«»5,» : , 

not trea»alv«» of f.re.t Hjntfleanea, t. a .• •.i lia of. aryVstr that 

praoecad the pra .-.r.t pr.:teeutl:n «r»rt • Caspar Usk.no t ssaVoly by* 
tho ut'.-al r>oa S p« ?: y «o»s ;*. o of cr;»:nal ar.-al moan i: j t hay . . 

•tf * r t ft ' .'tin e *tf 07 rr e W r T X e « se c f t «r rrc » e r a X a <j « # » r : c- t, r rtf d #4 
.V c ^^*thc-r cortf 4 .v; *th«*r'-oortf pretflott n& *>ti cl«t au/tll • 

prt.tyui .*>*-. r» v ; f .boitVll'ty > d 'o 

pre 1 u. v ;..^ont of r ; ollt. Tharo »Si «vyn «n ope;; •r-pcai t%? ? 1 e ju; lc« 
1 rt,.r«f«r noc to t ?t<vrn ’'uiN;pc#n parent a-;* f V> ne f ti.e 

tf :-f s ntf i. r: t ■ - * a re fc <■ r> Cd *. J . a t « o>. ; 1 / n«vt*r t » r, v -5 b 0 f n ft ^ 1 \ r. ts \ b lo » t ... 
th<i irtftl — *n.‘ rditcrUll tr-.Mvn «Mc). L \r ; '& 0 t i? ■.? "o* i i b'l« i 
Wlta tt;e ir;?.loV un or » Jtj i oh t he £ aCt ‘ lit ' 5.3 u ■> « * c t .ally 

jj . t r 1 6 >s j f<T t .*#■>»* %i o flrvtUT ••; f t.*.'. "f.ifrjl '•■? '*■ 

I; 7 a r ti •’ 1 : •*? * t tc -L a 1 1,. I n- an • f f i c : n l rnlcti- e t l 
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frv'*;.irv'»ith 1 1- v l » i, *0 > rra^ot to tJP :#tr*js nt 

of fcis c*a * 0 no try* * JToirnal A * > loan July X % l>-v>/* 


i7* ?&« • urpt •-* of ttli- ' 9 n i to ?r: .'£•»* i ■•■ »e 

than trt hi- till fcu or paHi'.n.r'i cUii -f ;«r?-trl*l 'k«; a >r„ ; 

•xpXoltat len by tu« ^rc.- eeufcln . «.>r»oy* fc 

ii; eirlble t> * t h< r ah<? pr t ? < r-*.\ --T U 1 - opa ^ . e ly f ut tl.e • ; 

4to .acnt -3 tUn l.v to D; X vUR ;, ir *> ffi o* «nt vci-. * to e a vn? trato -( 

. '"... • ,-. ' ;. - .• '• •'• • .* ..i; 

tl.t nct<5 for #t loa^t, * V. caring cn U,t Ua.a, In th* adhibit* | 

*nn*/©d to Uio pnvitlnu of ts># £ef*n':*nt> oj9v.. \r/ f tl -ntt >7 
;;«anuirl ’21 : loob, oafco- Ovaabbr^ • # ;X9b& :• , , 

'♦ ■ ■ .••-'■ ■- r • • . ; r , ^ •* * * ' ** * 1 

*v •- 1* ov.a-'oob of ttw» p.r.o* pout'. n nuat b* a v&XuatnC in 

tfc# lt.^hc t the quality a?v* character f the labile opinion for ic*<$ 
by iv ca, .ra<Ho .erri U'V-jvii t-.-n ref ere ncee to th- .«ob* 

,;.. ct- of a turtle w ■*, at* &!c t-ni-ju p? u - / e/r-rnni «t i 

activity In 195V61* .yo*lo:« iy tr.«t v<x: *iOv;ti n bar dlrcot .. ■ i, 
re- a /•&.':;) ibi li ty r the ’tin.- •'. n n? i pi.'-'iic r v t 'Vaont; -.T 

l'." » solal ••ay, ih* ,• m ■ *a • nr ••" 

jj uutbC tf by X y;;i 'Xft * tvo oc-a ;Vt tver: ft-P tbor-* .;’»b,.' ;>* > ot 
!| h». tn« inctfrt’ei, af ?-vbila * tlfara J f r tho a,'-r« .r.vuch'r^v- ; |- 
j| poni»lblllty, { or* ■ »Xtnry y » ■ ., ■ 

j! fact ./f Wif ** cp ' \Kr p pr j*- • g** *>:■■'. roc.*- so tUny ! 

•I . ••••.'.. ■ . j * 

« by \*/ht « bout \ of opt anv the •:r 4 i-tr'&i por’pr, ' art ;»« ; 

l| , ., ' ' 

|i vftVar* thrc* «oo yrt "n *. . it-kViJ r t • p ?«-••» it* illty for ktvc; w «. then 

i|<'und .ri >v>to . *tc r •* it t l*..n i’^ic ca *•*«• j, r ^ j: ivc ,r c «l<i ! 

|! PC ,'JiC'e to the, -a vtbAl SSAttrPC# •' .i. 

(! • ' " ' ' ; 

jj • a* o proof n nC to t ntforer on fn* t-‘*a;a U.3t v*;-7r« j 

j| ♦•> I.» tOCL In X-W . *M o "i;! c-l ' r •* blii. fo-i'.n ; : te ! ' I" ,; ; 
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y-',.-. « B, arv *n tt9 

, '^■'er/'vsy *«U*%*! M ,. f . (pIonu ^ ,7/Vl;o ,; w : «nt .mV 

:n ': ef ! h7 '^g u,/-A, r , , r i.„ >f . it . M t *, nt : 

*l*«ycr>«*iy#ci tn |Vr©,'s 4nTftr »,,-,, V^r r ,i '■%?■ 
!'^r, >.,M ^ % u< ln0 - )( . 

B * ! • 7 _»« : Jour Ml A^ru.n, robruorfv 

' JSOii 'AM.* w..- . A.r ;>> ?c ,ll* < ».T.\Uo, July ?6, 

<W!« •'■on. to j^up voiV, to.tr, for ."pier for wVHwo V.. P ,o ' 
.Uy.uirror, Au,o,t l. l»50>, -.-.in A-Spy Htt.ru" jo.rwl 

-orioon, .Tun, M. but. fo, ropr*. *nt. .to.~ V 
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li. it o*y U «;v P ru riiin, IntroJu,* auortol 


ih4t * 1Wl %n .A\?‘ s »;V lB tho ;r««. of th:. j),r 1 o 4 , 


point th# /UOfta Oft.-* to afl'.o:. th« ' ftarufcln* **» .v.** 

?p» »*>•* * ^ 

w Ubh **v forbid* tu# prv«* to .>**■, •tivtfcin > nhiah 

ht ,r«>u4l„ tho oboneoo - 

• trl, i • i S« very n« P ., :>b. 18 , Itto, ,'. E £ 7 ) 


Itwtooa of tho umioual Pfoooutlun on 4 >olf. r otraint that 
hooK-boo. boon Moroi.od by *h. prc.ooutln a g«,u.'/£b t oV, - 
booou-o ; f tbo .f»»» pofoloa-rousln^ oturoocor of th* oft.:-g», but 
brtoou • bf th. «1,M« lnfUaod , uu , r p^u, opt lor,, th. , r . 
«.t. In th. pro.ont NM o.r. iiSibnpo^.d by . Un , t f . ^ 

bio.. ..loal.t.4 w Mk. dl.po.rfcn.to o, n . !(Jer .tl, n one. . f.l r 
trUl dtUriy t»7oo*it,l#. 

Tb. pott.rn m. ..UblUUO* »■. th. tl « of t;, . rr , 9t of ' 

a. fy coid .h, f..i 4 or t*.,. .v ... ; 

|*onlod fcy. fonf.ro of P«bltoity # not>r.ly prc.ooutUn-ln.pirid, 
v ut p^0*4«utlco-*rin-juno*d* 
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of * % tl»a ; ^?5 U.o, * :**Un *:■•>!• V 

flnfcl ra >-jipov«4*)* it *n oon* 1 ; nr. p* t •• ns /ftrum-i*’ to 

1 oX ^* *J?e *•£<**. oribctf ft*f*vln? b o*o i : £ m 

in fwtU*rl%n<5 ^..r^nt? ^.oj»tro ^bcth n*ii v*ji *> r«*f 

- ,? * • 1 * *i\ _ ~<4 o £ £ ** »“ J** * ™ tc aolf? *r.*n tfc# 

Jl* V ir *jU*^. .*»}♦_ ; trtftnt rft I4 n . 
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• rncutict ^aij »*iV lij W it. rt<y' : a- :- 1, '"/''• 

r .:•«»•» in :fcftr.* v :«!»,. t tf v eUt:<n. : . , 1; ; un ,. . , t ,. | 

UU>0)« ,;»»v b f U.ea .«c© ft P^.int cf a* »in clear U:* 1 . *©. n - Ift^ eV^I 

l*y±JL ••« >t^- »otbvr .^iii.i; j;©rn N.Y. u*, fr# . . . J 

Joat ,l7th # . %&&)•.. : Vr* ••yjX'lii Id that >ft^n U » VQtuftiiy%'., ' • f 
•rt, « || In o .:•*% i truot In. vtv ;> v ow. •>oa’D‘'- « t Lv • 4 In-^os , a • ; r ^ t ch ln^ | 
°.^ ^ J ** : { 0r yur'xj-ve 0OApvr*tf to Crrim- 'j 

r,y tt -' > r * x * «*• jTftU ; .^XUd I 
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«Ui« Hwl~cr<#n^lfti¥ d X^aXor U -* a vlf« » 
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to 


h*lp ftf\ fc ftlly * rftprived f Inf or'stt tlcn oy "iro-t -^«- l 

cftllud' In toicct 

Ut«r ^ft v «i • ft>,rt*rr* « »li hvl* J#<: ur^l m f ' ,*#n U #* ,• 

ftbbftt f 1* tf In * * {rally n ,’unr l' th, I9.v:># j 

> tbft pr 'vl ui < % *J 0 a Un,T{,hy *ii' ?.vo been r«* j 

Uft«ftd 0 Vt|h deUtU Vf til . «« ’^*r fift >to« f l y J. : ?>ov«r,! 

ptrtftlrtltts.to tbft ftrrt,t of ;Uftk *.t ^yretuat. .r. tt ;i y ! 

»«»•* Juno im, iocoi fi4« York Tlk'o Jua') .',1^.0). 

-00- '‘ 
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20. The pottem tb\u *etebli»ho<J *« * ’oiploitid to iho 
l* connect ton with the wr r •>%*•/ the defendant* who were .. 
kpUd on their pleoo of •not ^ulHjr* In this ease. ' 'the ehei eeterr 
UetUna thet i«ri eAyleyod had a repeat w»Xj» # -or they were r*-; 

......■■ . ’ ■■ • -. ... • ■ i.. • * . .... • w ■ *fig3. 

f erred book to end quoted on »ub j« ^ uont ocoee-on* with reference 
totn« pre-triel proofed In**, or in connection with the lip ?n din* ! 

,trl»l. v ■ ■.\.V ••:•■■ .>..:;■• 

> •.. . . ■" • * v > . • v->.. .• ■; *- •••'•- . s -■>.■■ 


.-jarjft, ~ 


y s& 4f ' 


jj . -’he tr- -* txent ' f the trr««i of Jultur Eosen berg weV'oel«u«o 

l»tod to atrip hla of the Pro sumption of iwnooenee w.n^ Yreeludotbe 

po.>»iMUty f o fair trtel by •nH^ptJgl Jury. ' uob tr* t*ant ^ 

.. .. . •-- = 

obvl.usly rohc^Rdfd 10 the prejudice of all Yof ■•..•v-int ?he j?re*er 
« i 1 >p in £ * 6?e*k for tfc * e X v e • a > to whether any |u r y e oul d ) a ir • . ' -% 
teen c«eure* # wbioh wcrild hart boon free of pr<?o nceptlone, c von - 
If *tn &ruc* r to Inquiry by the trial Jud/#* they had affirmed.., 
"that thv<y e«-re :>rep ; *red to dot*r;uino [his) rullt or lnnu-coDto . 
soloXy'on th« basiw of eyide.noe ore due od at the trial N • { T e X a n <y v, ff 
wgy -iv .j mpra). ' 

In evaluatin' the ef.ftet of the felluwin f full el ^nlfloanek 
auet ho aooorded to the triat which laort or icon* place in the ’r..^T } 
lj It le thot traet that *g» being eyloited by the uee uf it* 
jjn* .«•*«« « bach.# of authenticity on j>ra-tri*X or-.n'ouhoo/- < onte* 

!i B ' ir T H i, -r P 7 C.\s* '* • hr, I, r *iTO.M * V* . , : • - . ~: 


0 :few Yorker (•iull-af i : bionber,-;) reiiod ii«re 'ot Los 
4 la -**o f> Do*'' t to for T ov i ot . p . Xng f y» E. t# P. epyrt c w 

:hc fore.^olb^ vua the heedline treotawnt in the S-» york 

Tiawy J M Xy ltii # 12t0. I'ho eouroo 15 ('ode cX«ir* ^Tre ovngunoo^ 


;>er,t of the mr*:t nt-.do .'ointly by J* Howard »o reth # the 
i-.ttorney eneral end j* !4 r er -oorer# director of the yeOcreX 
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j? • 

*:-f 'Thvo.'t 1 .*» Tho r^Xee'O ^ot o Ij «ai len. tl;y # bit 
;!f ■ ■■ X ...of detail, t -arjedy In.v ci.^r* 0 < '' ,s rl*atl -r. Ciioii^ocd to 

ll ”V 

!|i“rejudlow r o.-enber^ irr^ttr i Mteblv. *Hr* )'Ovv«?r oc. erihed itr. r 

jj *’ . ■'•* * 

jl ■ '"?&!*■■' • . • 

'her.-; a - ’ »■* vtii- r ia;:orta:',t XinK in the e?P : - n»..e a p«tetu^* tiut 

U * . . , - . 1 

h ' - ‘ ' ■ -V '. v • - ;•,♦•■ ■■ 

;: Inc Ixidbc ' r ♦ v lawr y>;oh ; t ' etc, •*;.«, ' i?j over rVlet tC the*, yos'enhor^ 
it • •-• ■" ' ■ • v... * : ;. . •„ 

];raort-i ted reen ;1* t e * . -r. : : oov#r tl\u yosent-ord t«rc >re«n-; 
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ji ’Xaite si eoiftc Inf oraui tl -on a e tc th-3 to;,e of ato.«ln date tho .iftiiieh* 
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idoSr*d** a fulaUntltl part of h* p.ro**«ut i.n't •*.*■■* th§ - 
^rUl »•* MiUB'di Th*** follwKl th* ' •dU-:rUiU« tlon, *Urlbit*(5 
to *r. Yoov*r *n<Tnot d*ni*d by his, th*i th* VrftvKy 

T ^ . >s -• .■ > •* i 

off«n*"* *ft* ftco*ntu*t* 4 ,d by t h* f*«t that hv, *•« va. r*«tin > vjrn , 
#lVl*e» *£^ir*»#tv*ly «ouJht nwtns to »i«rttly «on#ptir# iritb th# 
rofitfc *o*^rn»*nt to th© d*trl» nt of his own ct>ttn trj ]• 

Tb# pvpnialouj Vf Jf#ct of t hi 5 ;,»;i rt * eilaretft fc t*' n t *. ttf-prop ^ r 
U lt*«lf* In >uva * ; o« cf fc*ljht*r«2 by th* f*Ot U'*t # v* 

tt» lndlct**nt did rtbV'*);fci*£« that the d#f*n<?amfc »w ht to fcrlr<h } 

* in Jury to ttuLCnlu-/ t*t*.»* but only p dYv*nt«; a to * f cri l h 
nt*.i;n*« And it **3 o^ly tho l*tt-:r of th- e* *it*i‘hfttlv* form* of -<■ 
•titutory int*ot ( former 50 £*:*>£• •«, 7?) which th* ;-ro*f cuiloH 
p\ttpM*t<<3 co h*-« proved at th* trial. v> - * V'.;' i 

yt.« o-erftotftrle* tV*n ftt *» grossly*’ 1 .had ft .vmIu* j 

»biih p*r»itt*d It to b* driven l- on othap '.•; otu : Hue. The Z**^**: ; 

J^uirnl , asrlenn on July 13lO, ; IckocS Up inCy It ihuaY ; 

— •: * r ' . •' • - - ' .. .. V. " j 

• gr**S «d * j j* 9 of tfc* a;;*t. * .U r * i- * i v « * a rVn t> ; n th* *1 r >*u oh* ^ 

toaiU 8f,y ‘fin^ *hloh tarncd ov*r yltftl s.«er*t4. tc' ; f t* \ ." • 

Ity coll* t *n;flnctrln. t yrahac;. • to.Uy ‘acrid on «h,«r \ f »ar*; 

'tl »• *f3tJ)C£** If* 1® jMllup f ? oton:.or^. • .* it waa picked un to ! 

! ■ ’ ' ..*" •. * • ■ . • -• -> t 

*trv* trl:lv duty « «.ritb' J^v*r *^or‘ it JourtMl^ 

fcs^rlo&tt,.V^att l'\ l‘d&0, that "'U'. fcnd :«r..< . "o- *wvro in- . ) 

; :• ... V • : ••! 

aiot*d to ay ftf' * d *: t . v*fy\ vc r ;">«.tLh*r p of >h»' ,'uchA * t*>nlo >py, 1"' 

1 - r ‘ • « ' • .<1 -/ -.v , : 

r l n : ” • r?»*dU-- • tor*y # the word . r^? --I’/*" .^o«VV; t t 'yiar In | 

jtho t n<51 1 ^ert* r - . ‘ ;h 4 ' ■ •• ^'- A '' ' ■ ' "•./*'■••- k 

’ - ■ ; 

jikinit t.»4* rftc. vrf /!• h f 'Ofe6nt»*p,.j u? "u :ther ho- 

{ *»V- • - • 

j ^ r . ; _ . { 

! bort*nt link m th* h-na s * $6>r*x,v.fi n , c* o'a *d wp to.. ; 

ir ■ . . ■ ••■ - ■ . '* •;?/• • ■■* 

L« ap plied to bl» on ,oWior uco* . --rt: t * vt:*n t ho :h rk f.luia# :.j . 

r - V" ' ■'•'•• . •■- ■ y ' 

ireoert'd ti.t fir.t U'totucint A-i u t i ,1^50, p* V ' ' 

i; . . ' ..;/■-. '• • *••.-• ■ 

:OoX. ;t Hit »vrl-t*»tr.6 H 9* York Pa’t t # i" , XO.vh p* io, Ccl^vS# ] 

!! -f- ' '’ ; Th' fvll v* ' i f tho'iCftov r-'^o rich ;;rtv: r*i?. a. ’-.If hai** 
;|t o' Y* s ,!»*: *»?:« 1 at i ; h« ;•.«> .Vlr.£ ‘ft'V-ioi: It 1 - r c .. ht t pJ.vv* on hcV-’j . , 
'^;a i"f wf ,*tlt t o * ••• r * ■ osw' ‘of. Vh-5 .*•; I n£ r l ••*: • . •» c : :_t .»• were "ro : - or t £<S 


} - 


!'* 


tan: d*I frCloy--5CJ l:‘- a X- o: 

!rt a ar-'-tly trolife'.. F f-*’ 


i, t t 


n one ,i'V.v '.r a:;, th^-p, 
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iUh .:Yvlt. r;«W fit 


'■. 4. 
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jin if leant In Origin. * cut a prevalent ly th* eouTipi ty, that 
o t >• nb *r g a a 3 f 1 : *d by U o r ft or a *. a ry ’ n 1 H ft . r, Ir> f o r ;*fc t i on 
jjtijtV . .ft »ae * ca rd * <k r r v l n .x C o.vuun 1, t* J Mft* ori " 0 ;:V, , T ily Vi, 1 9 SO: 

p* 14, «ol, B| e'etf also 'lUy Toes, July U, 19M), p. ?)* t waa 

jjasrarted Is the r »liy Mirror, July l.a,ldi:0,“ * :ooy*r sr Id Me lniitr(r 

'! i r» ■ 1 oj* t a j ,t b & t r o * * nbe r y on hi« o»n In It 1* 1 1 v a » * 4 . a h 1 a.+i If a y * \ 1*! 

aMV to ’ ovlat a;ent? *> he « uld do the work he felt he w«p elaVed 

Jf or ' end thu*. * Jo svwv.U ■, direotly to help •'n.\h# neat 

j day / t ha ** « ** "pap f r e d dad , * ttrt butin tha -t&tcai ant to tha *% \ > J ,, 

that ?. o enb tr sf "had' pi • ad ac; w l th ~r a an la *■ ? to Jl^e the pn i tod t a t eja* 

jj(p. 5, 0:>i. 5, July 19, 1950) » ' , ■ j 

If the T?cw vork ?©*t an^ ly b'ewa a: a * © ba believed, th* 

- • 5 f I * a van a ant a f a r a ? to e U t a r 'V '’ :V ~ 

tt .'ha * voted horonbarg as ttying >1 wan tad to do 

AO»atfUri£ to direotly help Ku«sU‘* (Jl.Y.^oet July 1*,1960, 

P* ?M , col. Ij *ee also rally p.rw* July X , 1950, p.3 and fijl ) . 

Of courea, u confession or purported oonfaeator. to t ha 

T.rr.'. »ac over of'f*r*d In the ayldertoa at th* trial) nor ha* any 

denial or r*pufXa tlbh of tha abovr atatament av«r bean publtahedt 

(faa r-hayhord r. *tele of Plorlda, 541 o. . 50, 65), - 

21* Tha arrest of i thal Ifoaenbcrg wao announced with tha 

au.na type cf treat nant, . albalt^fiofe at a *teneire* "Arraat of tha 

hysterl cal Mr . . £t.'h*l Po santo rg of 10 <onru* ~tre«t in tha "’nlckar<- 

bocker V!,Hara ^aaolop^ant, •§» announoad iltana juely by U,5. 

Attornay A ayp -1 h*ra and. by riraotor Hoo?ar la '?a»'uln ton* 

Tat ly Mirror, Au .,uct l?, 1950, pa?,a 5# •raypol aald *ha and bar . 

hu*b«nd and others raarultad har brot er to gat eaarat ato?» d*ta”. 

, id)# and, without the bwrdenf o^a difficulty of a*altin a court 

ruling *e to tha a >i*L»aibilltj of the ayldenaa, or any accompany in 

„ .. , v# . . _ V’. /* '• if\ 

■ ' • - >'« * 

oautlon, p w« hmea a^pla a*:can*a of the raot Kre. H o.fnbapj, and ha^ 
hueband bay® b acn *f fi 11a. «d with Cocuronlat aatlvltiae for a land 
period of tiaa* *ald "aypol (Id) tha; sa»a » Vat ament la Quotad In >lia 
law YorkTljaae of Aujttat 12, 1960,p. 1, only thara it ia attributed 
to •kylee’j. Lana, Chlaf A alatant Cnltad rtataa Attorney* • l oaord 
Journal American, Au£uat 15, i960, p* 4)» 
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, ’.;tr;ero wiis ulto ir-e .. £n«vlt»blot /♦i;Vu > Vi^ar't’ on ’'*r : , 
Koc ar.oar-; 1 h &'***;•:> our. v jp. r .o*cd that *ba gfcfc born 'n Na* ’York ‘V xtyv 
* 0. tcab-^r 2 j , l'il6, cf * Ifen fa thor an trlan KOtb^r' 1 . 

.. 2*2 * The ;-®ttorn *#?=.>& a.; ted tha yl^-t of tha >rr<fe*.t of 
tit loner* The f eVn* X 'e •-? n «.• u fi c '-i a-; r t .* a 5 .ooda, 'It . *a.e Vt ;jiy 1 
• T-tjracTor J, dgar tfocver ( e#u* , ~oi Xy ?!-*•*, Au ;vi: : V l‘j t X^bO B 
P • j? I foarna 1 \rio rioso a v Ur t 1-' # 1 *&0,TpV 1 ) l> •; t :s« 1 tod $ » t« ? Vt- j 
i|orn#y was vet far behind /-In wawinY'*. tarlo- ! 

>';•■'•:■• -.V. ’ ■ -;..... ■ ••’.» - . .. ■ ■ -.■ ^ . . ■ - V ; J v V . ' \ ' f 

' '*'• H uno* *an 1 1 i o » “• /;•/* » Vo rk . ,£ 1 » * * ,<V:i «jt, 1 ? , "'Tv;': 0, p £jr '•- j 


**Vs , Au ~u s tf W , lvt'O, ?. ?) , 


ror" ?*vi :> no 


ala? In 3* it- In"; j 


* _« 


pirt n^i , botb horn Tn?yjsU, ''^rallied A^rlean?" . fpai ly 

VeO», AUi'UP t l / f ‘ 13.-0. ) 

... Attorney faypol *a!c tlat tho arrest cf r<>b«iV ; w«* &«£» 

unTar hit <Jlr *ctlun* #, r# Uv« b «fi inyae ti. * tin-; '.obeli for 
ti»a 1 , ba tdfab, ■ (;* ly Au ;U6t V# f - ij*£G), ;a,y tho next 

tfci * had ,|pcw;i to *•}••£*♦ Attorney -w/poX -il <1 U h fttf baa.V i vo* tl-/ j 
-;*tad ’for V ions U«a>*. ; K*Y.?o^t August _ a) tb f .‘ 19&0,;'?. J'3) " . j 

Tbc r^foreno-j* to "oboll i » on S^oa ^ 5 'y 11 ' ^ 0 llfc%*.rat or/ of 1 

?utha # oil i^iolly uhjuot^ «v r on t he lntorprotvilon "H ’"tho ',4e.«tlJ 

.. , ,r 4 *. •'• ' : v.t ■ 'j 

ia«iy on tho“ trial act t favort-la to the .'«.o?crns*rt # ’ or# •uffiolonti- 

... T ' . .. •• • :• -; : yv ;j j 

ljT >Ot forth thov'.. In in 1 tl: ^-al a r«i t at the tliaa sX:;tho *r» I 

rect, yhar# wa* TiortaX har*. 4er.« tonoh^ll’a po*»tot Xlty_ ?f rooalv^ 

In-: a fair tr*al. At t ho tl*a tr * rro^eoutl n !» oi <3*i to 'Viia.fi ion j 

ii», thay lyarnod ;r:a' »ar on a trip to :iaaioo # an* by thtVr .aT^iyJ 

ii# vas «UMd to ba brou^t ba«W» a» i^ort fully ; '»t forth .in \Ym I 

raoor: of tha trial, AQUOstl.r ate pr« ante^ for th* jtjr^ a 9 to ; 

vhather or hot hi a praatnaa in (.'*loo aonatitut-b H i'li- ht” a ^ ha -^a< 

aOMa arldanoo of conaalcuenaf « of guilt, Tha pro>«oHioA*a trlaf ljn 

tba Cirri' Court of App tit ' p.2 oonoa<J/a tr-^t thia *»V a Juryi 

quattion* Tha > roiaoution ovan lntlatad Xrjii aridanoacf alie^ad 

•doporta tl -^n* froa iaxiao aa « adml paiblo # •iaialn^t 

* ®ad it not baan for ttat aaldar.oa tha Jury ml;;ht hay# 
lnfarrad that ,*oball returned to tha On it ad ! uta# 

;.; ■■ r '" !•"• . • . • ' ... -v‘ . ' ’ • • '-U 

* v .....■■ • _•■■ •-••*' - • ,• ■ >*■<?• ■ 
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: “ r « r ^ 

.... »*\ u» fact l. that no juror •ho'i.ad read about 'th* aaat'iiT 
•».'P*x0P» - and tha P«««rd »ho»« th*t Boat 0/ than had ($.«) 

C °; ,eT * ^ •" ^ ^ 

0 . «ta. to tha queetLm ahether or not hla aVa.naa .';»iV''*fll s hi 
.raj dead an. daaldad afa!n»t retail, aaon bafora ha bad a aW.ea 
to PUad to tha !ndi,t, w t. *F.P.l. | l lr , )t ,^ TO eatd 

* h0 15 •••«*<> for *,a,t.....ri,d W »„ York to 

^Xico City by plan# *ftor tht * P - e at et t a v ■» 

. -.nfc- . •. . ■" rc2t of T oVld y$« 

- ”• *>• *Th« f ft »Uy fl#d io Jrfojrj,- 

00 City ( journal Ana; loan, August F4, lsto p. 4) , " "lae! 

^adar^xpertNabtad a* .CUlly Balia,; thraa aeluW Wedllni 

AUiUft ^ «=••)• *«rt.n „ar ld ; radar „ ?sr t.:^£, 

U ‘* Ua ln »"4*toC »Hh r<-.«r other «a- artad otabsr 

Ij of U« Clan» Fuaha - Harry •aW j.i.al. <.» ring ,*,f.,da,- (j.Uy 

i H * W *' 3Ct ’' ,r c: '« ?- 4 > ' " n “athi.!,;Von, -r.ator 

ho. ver r( .l<! .-bell fled tha lr. Jure to a*«/-6'Vrr.,ot tha day 
I after' tto_ arreat of David drc.ngU , r . . . rfc* n B ;W raid that 4«U 

*** ! ' by lh « ,r crenel.,, that h. toot a plan, for 

*.•100 City- (O.T. K-'t. A. u t V-;. lo5v p.f) ^ 

t hi beitiant or tha tuojoet by 'tha ».. W 

’^wri/W to ovidanca t tha tnal." 
■ar,; hare, nev-r f .bJ„,;t to the role. or avi^tr or the to,i of 
on t $-exe silr.at Ion. It ^ 1 » rot ?oa: Ibla -.hat tfco «.a tha 

^ ** '’■<*“'*» aster; the r. ent 1, tv roon af t . P th . 
avent that It »-<t nove baen ltd* by the ,r eestlo-: 

• tbheadllnot "billsaei to tsva t: t -t «», ,» ,, 

, ovut 0 . 4 a ta : 

F -l<n? lii-ns ©n June ^1®, . • 

• Tcjlt | "it l f bill . VS a'.,, , • , ' 

' d, r- i ; 4 y : l * 1 ■ 1 y r « «w*u in •- > u v i »u 

"oV ^0- try oi.ltb i;v*y »v 'ld 

CXl: 1 n# l : h€ •'•♦vor -ot : n tviscfc • ith 

M.= «^r_cycro h* 5 cev-ia I^ttr^uerA C 
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•: ;V' 
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v--: • t 


v ■ t: v :t 






on 


25 * i..y . roof to he t«’ tutored *<> ti;«- . «-o^f risers p?t* tiv a 

-.in *,r t,orl-n l : *b l i w I XI Jr, in i lye 1* lav> t. I n V*h* Xf of'. * XX 

out nr; ?- V./rV the oOnvi otiVn here! r. *k> aepurod by cwployoont of 
ud i«;U; 4 . riy jf *t; .owln ly # \ *y the rro-oo tlo rw vm i 1 ^ tn t « ; .*i i- 
ru»i 6 dirt r- t nvxg ’ihl’T ^tUi-n^V tb<» *ae tr*o-i w theory 

b ^ n: :j. fr ©iii*r Irecy* '•’Id >en<j* £ :.If the point *•' 9>V*"b X t r bed *h.tt. . - 

•hc-jii Inure to the benefit of ,j X* h "'••■■ — 

• -' '-s^Av-n.M / ;■■.■'-■ :* 7 a Y _ '"" 

c,j. : c t! tivrt^r 1 ». «£ Varney >.* s prep**' cd thir. ef ridivlf end peti- 
tion urn' e r $ r * ■ >. t t ue fc*p,d leaf* end. P r * * 9 ure « * .f , ??f . X e0 1 6(3 Xp b t • 
earlier e f f 1 <ieOlt. of dovttfber . X v*# in support of *n : *; i ^Xic*il 

for « te^orery *te* of the trer^fw of petiti^n*^ro» ,^.tfktion 
it * * orK # to cue f«atr*X;*nUtntlwy *t a1c» tre»* l > ^^rtfor« 
bc^ leee* to rorirf* the riv'it to *»« d «'.d #up? learnt thl* J>;"ti- 
.tlou «fcV*rfU*rtt 7U)‘ by refer *nqe to an/ other or • edition *1 olejl 
in .round that z*y be’aa'df 'on'A«*alf of the *©:-enberg6 md whioh 
wnx l># of * ofceraQter tut sh..:Xd inure to tie iw fit of so^U] 

( t ) by f -v o h edc-itional t la i-a or ground a a a*y be f t t or proper* 
pending fJ/iel decision of thl* •: , Ii«« Uctw ’ , f\d!V 

J7* fcy >rd#r to *o» caur*, *'f‘oe<5 Moveaber 19# Xdt^, on th« 
eUvnin ^c# on tfiy uffU’-aVit of Mcve*h«r IP, ldfS, th* ittorniy^ 
» fcy sUy#d frta tr*n*frrrJr^ r ov«ii 
tUn H«idi*u*rtera on ?;#st ftr c *t» w«*r.dinf bear inf on • -^iion i® .. 
.raatroJn r -oh b a n.fer* At a neurin *t C»JO r , y , H o v aab #r . %9 § 

XVv<^ vre ^nitad r tatt* Attorney ?ooved to vacate tha a t*y before 
th# Jud. • Vhv "iiir.ed the vrdcr iXeinfeM, t.J.) end the uotiott U 
vacate vat ce-ied* .c» the return d»t* of the action brought m.tiW 
by the erder to e’ on oa«»e« tha Court \ Seinfeld, J*J«) v 
'u£ ti«*t the atay be eoniinu-d until ■idni;ht # tuetdey, Itot'- 


V *-• 


<mter ?t>* 1052» ■jute relief vaa rentod without pr« JuilMi et _X 
oonetrue tii* Court* a rewrite, to a renewal br the appXiei*tipn fef 
e »tay, at the tia# that thie p^titloa a^ilte preeented. 


P . - n >..•« ha X f of U vc p l 1 t 1 c n r * tn r > C with i • Is© ;r e •- c- jtu t hor- 

* - • j ' . •- ’ * " s 

1 id t 1 o a , i now i. * i ■; by re th»t « further .‘toy y f i. i * tr ar. • • j 

far b • granted 

wl th the se 


' • — ■ •■— ■ , j 

ited »? j-rovlded for in th* or; er t o show c*;;t e preV ?nt©d 

papers* i n para-.ra'jh P7 above, i haw d* o riled the I 


only prwwloue application for ti.i* relief, e.nc i r<« 'extent to 




! wilt oh It we e ; r u n t ed . ; y 1 1 /• fa vorabla dlspos It i > n vf. t. .« ">u r ,1 l er * - •• 


1 a >licetirn* the coirt re? * ft#* havin,;' heard the bV; t #d 




*• K .r t 

*%we. 
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j rtatar Attorney twJoo, that it hod rower to -rent vcb Jrwllef* 

|j ."he Question once i$ore pro anted lr «& to whether the rourt 1 • p. 

nhculd exercise lie power* ‘ At .b*aria$ ©n thi e question, in addi- 
ction to the facte rtet'd In *y affidavits of ^oveaiber lMh end Pleth* 

I desire to .odd t the , et i tlcner lt e scientist* a-u* holuar of e • 
faster* a decree* He ie el car* thinking, artleniat* arvrl at ell ,C 
*ta,es, since X wee retained to errlet In hie aopeial to the 
Court of Appeals* his been concerned with the eonivnt of the V4c.iT 

• . . . ,+**r*y , •••• * 

ervuaant* to he Aide on Me behalf, end the ;.ri ef* to be nbutltled* 

^ - ,. - ^. r -ov , • . • . 

Not Only has hie desire to participate been keen* but hie ability 
to do »o has bjen noteworthy* in connection with proper#* i-n of -'•«■ 
brief#* and t he con a :ltations ocncemin^ the preparation of thie 
petition* the ^ueztioa^pre rented at thlt atate* enc on this «p - 
plieetio, la whether he way oontinUe # penfln^ »ooh order* a a tMi 
Court' way eake "on the »erit«‘of thii petition* to have ihe benefit 
of the ad rice of coontel eiu»r>ed with reaponsibility of proeaout-' 
ing hie petition* and the rirht to eontlnue to oontribu ■* in con- 
sultation* in the aanrer in which he tore t of ore baa* In thi* ..... 

•on eetion* it le not without al^nifioasoe that he risked lota of 
»eny isonihs* ties by re<;ue»tlnv that the fupraoe Court aV ay the ; 
mandate of the Clrouit Court, after afflrnanoe) it la also- *i ni- 
floant that the r uprta« Court granted the wotlon for etay of 
nindate (n»i*7lb) upon the fllln.; of a aotl-jn in whieb it wa» % 
stated on petitioner’* bebalfi *7nlesa a atay of aanCate as a.u^ht 
herein be * ranted* petitioner will be ^irreparably Injured in that, 
ha will b e transferred to a federal ‘Penitentiary outride of Wew 
York City end unable to to&eult tilth eounsel during a' vital period* 1 
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■*£ 
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Th * tan b« no Injur/ to t he ov#. j*nt if the 
further atay * u bt herein be .rented* -ueh a ,tBt«atnfe we a wade 
■QT effJd.nt or . ^***bf? X9th, In a up port of a request for * tfu- 
pore r / *t. y> we, of the f.et. .tet^ Vh.r,ln # n,r 

•r#n any affMaVi* tendered in opposition. The f|«ti stated cral- 
ly by lht -tet^ Attorney, in hie application to t.o»u tbi 

ftey, »«M fcaW, on indepndent Inquiry by the Court, to be in* 
eoourete. It >t % ;ht aeaa retaoneole. In view of this, to Inquire, 
to the extent" |h#t the Court’e d If cr® tion Hi involved lure. Into 


the avt lvet ion f or tte Covernaumfc’ e oppb* 1 tion. ‘ In thie I 

tion, t think it proper to state tt^t after petitioner’s convlo- 


tion, the penoio leal Ju .^ent of the bureau of m*ona impelled 
it* r irector to direct 'obeli*'*; transfer to Atlanta penitentiary# 
It ti« stated to »% by >'*•• pennett on >otob*r ?>, X<*t>2, that it 
»ae not plenned, *a of that date, to ohanve that deatinatlba. 

* h! 1 # th#r# 15 not Pro ^ ted by thie a PpHoa tion any quiet. ion a a 
to -he reviewability of sir, : an ett » e acre r«o«ct I’walalon, the 
r ourt, in Wolelni its dU ere tion, should UVe Into account 
the faot that petitioner Is a yuur:, per. finable Lr dividual, a 
first offender, with parents end a wife end two children residing 
in the Vork area. In the U. t ht of’ these foot*, aod^the Judi* 


oiall 7 kn^wn character of Al.retrea as o piece of eunf£nea#rit of 
unu m el 1/ nl?er ou a- or i al ne X a t h e reolTfon to transfer' hl» there 


f eeaia.. wh.oXiy arbitrary, end to be the Veau’ t .?f a ju oent in no 

way affeoted '-y the proper edulrl r Iratlvs oc^oar-. of the Pureau 
of :*r lama* 

JO* Apart fro* th< ye eer.M.d aretlo'-a , vr.ieh bear on 
whather or n.yt th* prcflriee of the prisoner i\ •. cce airy, whether 

or not he T » to testify, Is the fact that it cn^nct now j;, Matad 

„ ,& y >\ 

j; w ^h certainty whether It will a r.ccai'te ry f>r v i ’ o t * r 1 1 f y * 
jj.Jn the ovent^a faot .el ' aartru' w»-re re?-u!.rt-d dr* t s a els’^; * ©t 
j^forth in this an$ : tr e %o- ec:.:, r p mtbn, it w Ip Cfn^o.^t 
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pl^ht, »* doolortd ;.y uu.Court of a a f&r U'<lo ( trouit l? that. 
&# >• prt *»nt «nd *fre# to toeti fj* ( £•?• -X* ..?* A*JL» A ■? 445| 

440)--O for»uX«tt.Q Moving It unnecessary t<? • don^IllT* 

i - . I 

dotor-nlna ilcv> that to will do fo* 


»"worn tt bofor® »• thl« 

Z\ ^ u£ sovetnter, ldfcfc* 
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, ; . CP ^^ h# P‘«*lon Yf M th. iy : «? 

*°"** b * r ' l96e ' * nd «" f Hv<vA;\ i 

oworn to th# 19th, fcOth and 2ji ^ ; : . 

th. , 11 .. „ " - v«W* iwa . .« upon 

* •‘ ‘ h * court ho»... m , y r q ^„. on th . : ot , v 

• ' V «£?>.«. *n th. ,o*.„o«„ o, that 

, .Si" *• ». .. . 

i .7“ -• •^••“7- — . ; 

| our'-pHr ‘hat ..rric. of , p “ y • ' - 

N »P.r. on whtoh n ... !T*’ * 

't^ ^ u \. fapt ; #r ' :f n4tItuU --y“ n ‘ •%? 
•Ml P.t.ntlon H ..a,u. r t.r^rY.VTopk Clt. . ■ 

?-hlt#rcUry. ^ H*# to any rtdaral 
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On the annexed petition of .Julius Rosenberg and 

' Rthe-1 Rosenberg, by Fr.-ani.ol U. Bloch, , their attorney, duly 
hX:'- tu> " ■ ■'••• '•* ' -'Jr 

verified on the day of November, 1952, and upon the in- 
dictment herein, and upon all the other paper? and proceed- 
ings herein, LOT the United r tates of America, or its att- 
orneys, show cause before the Criminal Part of this Court, 
^0 Jjeld in the Courthouse thereof, at Foley Square, in 
the °orough of Manhattan, City and State of New York, on 
of November, 1952, at o'clock in the 
noon of that day, or as soon thereafter as counsel can be * 

- nn ->r dor should not be oiade and entered herein: : 

« . ... f ^ V 

. . ■ fc ** r -*’ a ? — f t.-.o respective 

■ ententes of the v*** { * t nr «» , ' ■ 

.%*?■ ' ' '. ton * , » *m at •charging t: . #s rro _ 
detention and imprisonment; or 

""" (2) in ^5^* r!at!,! - .6rar.tlr.s- a hearing on the 

portion herein ^determine the Issue, and cake findings 

,,° J ,{iCt6lvi delusions of law, and upon such findings and 
,.pon-luslons, vacating and setting aside the respective sen- 
tences of the petitioners and discharging then from detent-- 
ion and imprisonment; 

JP t t'hd ing the doterai'nation of tr.es e proceedings * 
" -eying the tnlted States of America, 'and any agency or 
agent thereof, from executing these petitioners, pursuant 
° '•' Udgment hor im, dated April $, 1951, arld the ^ e _ 

Of this court, dated November 81, 1952 ; and from proceeding 
in any manner, or from taking any steps to, or tendingto. 



the execution of the afe regain crcer; and 

for such oth.r and frrt;.,r relief to. this Co,rt nay ,c* fe8l 
proper ; 

.M.T) in the r-eanti a, it j *, 

°“. : •,'■• "<D tnat permit,? the hearing end return ^t- 
ion ox this ctlor., the V-nited rtates of Africa, and any 
Rgency or a .rent thereof, be, and it ir hereby ru.vod from 
exocutm, there petitioners, ? u suar.t to the .ludg^nt a nd ^ 
° r,,er ?>CV ° rroC’’»dJ rg lr . finy or 

from tV,J. v any step* to, or tending to, oxoeutn the afo re- 
oald ludg-.T.t or order; reason a: ,p* er]ne there-' 

or -res trie petition above recited. I,<? r service or a co •■;/ c: 
this order and the papers upon v hleh It is based, upon the 
United "tates or A Rep lea on or before the d ay of « evaDb< . r> 
19 C 1?, be deemed «u.fficJert, 


T’p. ted ,* .hew York, few 'Vork 
November , 1952 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



DIRECTOR, FBI 


date, 12A0/52 


SAC, PHILADELPHIA (65-4350) 


mEL^pSJNBERG, 


jDUUsKOSiUBEK} 
ESPIONAGE - R 
(Origin, New Tork) 


TV 


/c 


Uftwien 0. W. HUMPHREY, tf. S. Penitentiary, 
Wsburg.^Sdentially furnished SA W. JAKES WOOD a letter 
directed to him, which reads as follows: 


"11/26/52 
Chicago, HI* 


"Kindly forward address of the Rosenberg's 
lawyer. I have a few facts for him ccm-^ 
cerning his case. • ^ 

"Respectfully yours, 

» t t itrroRMATlOH COSTAU® /„/ fc^QJTOELSOHN 

„rotTKlS\W01ASSIPl® o -fJWt-cA General Delivery 

Ohio**, m * P *°‘ 


V 

!* 

V -* 


V 

V 
VJ \ 


Wardai H ^^^^^ i g^ g ” e ^d e that no^lf 
has ever been inear cer above letter was transmitted 

r t 

. * above return address. 

> 



^1 Warden HUMPHRET furnished the above letter to SA WOOD 

, -end it is being 1 transmitted to the Chicago Office for the infer- 


Tl mat ion of that office. 




CC: 1 - New Tork (65-1534#) 
2 - Chicago (Ehcl.) 




-vrlSrft » / 


t 


SAC, Chicago Daoowdnr $X, 

»troeto$ty$W}6$3889d) 1 3 ^ 

JVirtrs kosxMBsuo, at *i 

I&PIOSACtS - £ 

2«t 18-13SS. tuftleu fail 
*0 ro float any information idontifioblo with S. J. 
Konitloohn. Chisago ti roguootod to tdontt y tklt 
individual and aubntt tto rocomnondat iont to tho 
Burtau far «n tntorvtoa with him* 


M • 1 • Fht ladtlphia (6S~4350) 
0 c - f - tow Tort (6S~1S348) 


^^ScussS, 


'V&p' 


k 


i 

l 






•nmwsMWW. 


Office Mem v ium • UNITED S GOVERNMENT 


TO ; 
FROM : 
/SUBJECT: 


hr. a. 



'^ftp'ONT ,y 


UR. r. P. KEA 

JULlvl^loSENB 
ETHEL' It OSEHBERG 
ESPIONAGE - R 


\ ■*£- 


r 


date: December 9 , 1952 

\r 


ttiey_ 


Supervisor UcAndrews of the New York Office advised 
telephonically today that it has been ascertained strictly 
confidentially that Judge Rjjan_ toil! hand do wn a decisi on 
tomorr ow on the mo ti one j>end irig jrpjLa^i^^So^the, ca A e °f 
Julius aHB Ethel Rosenberg andJSort.on Sob^ll. The decision 
wtnrifenirtt^o^^ and will not call for the 

taking of any oral testimony . 


I ta r, 
*£»• to.. 


■mm 


•awf. 



/ 


Ur. UcAndrews advised that they would get a copy 
of the decision f which is supposed to be about 50 pages long y 
and will furnish it to the Bureau as soon as possible. 


VPK:mer 


<4 











> 


4« 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVEST I GAT IOM 


r 




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

. Hew York, New York 

AIR^&EU- — December 2, 1952 

Transmit the following Teletype message to: BUREAU 
JULIUsR OSE NBERG , ET AL, ESPIONAGE DASH R. HEARING BEFORj 

RYAN WAS RESUMED AT ONE THIRTY PM TODAY. ORAL ARGUMEN^On'^V^X 
POINTS TAKEN UP BY BLOCH AND MEYER WERE MADE AT LENGTH. DURING 
THESE ARGUMENTS JUDGE RYAN INDICATED THAT HE SAW NO MERIT TO J’ t 
THEIR ARGUMENTS CONCERNING NEWS PA PH* PUBLICITY OR THROUGH THE /"W 
RETURN OP THE INDICTMENT AGAINST WILLIAM PEARL. RY AIT STATED 
THAT DEPENDANTS AND THEIR COUNSEL WERE MEMBERS OP THE COMMUNITY 
OP NYC AND IN THE NORMAL COURSE OP EVENTS', WOULD HAVE BEEN AWARE 
OP THE EFFECTS OP THE NEWSPAPER PUBLICITY ON THE CASES AND THAT 
COUNSEL SHOULD HAVE ASKED FOR A CONTINUANCE OR OTHER RELIEF 
DURING THE TRIAL. JUDGE RYAN AGAIN INDICATED THAT HE PLACED NO 
WEIGHT IN THE AFFIDAVIT OF THE FOREIGN SCIENTISTS ON THE CREDIT- 
ABILITY OF DAVID GREENGLASS OR ON HIS ABILITY TO REMEMBER THE (P 

i MV 

TECHNICAL DATA THAT WAS TRANSFERRED TO THE ROSENBERGS. HOWARD 
MEYER MADE A REQUEST TO HAVE MORTON SOBELL BROUGHT BACK FROM 
ALCATRAZ TO NY. THIS REQUEST WAS DENIED BY JUDGE RYAN ON THE 
GROUNDS THAT HE SAW NO NECESSITY FOR SOBELL 'S PRESENCE TO 
TESTIFY. HE ADDED THAT IF PAPERS TO BE FILED INDICATED THAT 
IT WAS NECESSARY FOR SOBELL TO TESTIFY, HE COULD BE BROUGHT 
BACK BUT UP TO THE CURRENT TIME HE SAW NO NECESSITY FOR HIS 

-Tfi” eosiM*® 




1-NY 65-15307^--^ 

COPIES |!B!PBBJrEp#6) VATlJrAi-*** I J ; 

•** vv 

„ r. r o - - "Up£>i«l^ Agent in 


53 


Ur -S'te&iS&j 

DEC 8 ill; 


Per 


6 C-u l 




Charge 










V-a 

.’£.4 


VD-tC 


* FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
-BAGE-OHOi 

*V * v *t*v • t- % . " v\; 

v f - ^rensmi^^jh^ following Teletype message to: 

•/ * <V u 

/~c-/ >• ■?;’ 

PRESENCE, BLOCH ASKED FOR A STAY OP THE EXECUTION OP THE 
ROSENBERGS. JUDGE RYAN DENIED THIS APPLICATION, STATING THAT 
HE INTENDED TO RENDER HIS DECISION BY MONDAY, DECEMBER BIGHT 
NEXT, JUDGE RYAN FURTHER STATED THAT ALL ADDITIONAL AFFIDAVITS 
MUST BE SUBMITTED BY NOON OF FRIDAY, DECEMBER FIVE AND THAT IF 
NO ADDITIONAL INFO APPEARED IN THESE AFFIDAVITS, THERE WOULD 
BE NO ORAL HEARING ON ANY OF THE POINTS RAISED. BUREAU WILL BE 
ADVISED OF DEVELOPMENT, 




BOARDMAN 


Sent. 



Per. 


Approved: 


Special Agent In Charge 


M 


AIR- TEL 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF IJ7VESTIGATX0N 
UNITED 8TATES DEPARTMENT JUSTICE 







NEW YORK, NEW YORK 

Transmit the following Teletype message to: DECEMBER 2, 1952 

JULIUS ROSENBERG, ETAL; ESP DASH R. HEARING ON PROCEEDING 
TWO TWO FIVE FIV E. RESUMED AT ELEVEN TEN AM BEFOKE JTTpoE RYAN 
BLOCH T ftTIORNfiY PO R.THE ROSBNBBRGS, .ADVISED THE COURT THAT IT WOULB^ 
BE NECESSARY FOR HIM TO CALL ORAL WITNESSES IN SUPPORT OF HIS POINT 
ONE, HE STATED ALL NY, 'WASHINGTON, DC, UP AND AP REPORTERS WOULD BE / 

n i ~*~**am*m - w wLju ysr Tzg?* 

CALLED TO DEMONSTRATE THAT D IRECTOR HGQVFF AWn AG MC GRATfT ISSUED 



jqin^ js ^ mMMssLmmssm . ausa<s made statements 


IN NYC TO INFLAME PUBLIC . 


a ' viT 1 * ri « i n* j i -fl i 1 1 

RYAN RULED IT WAS UNNECESSARY 


TO CALL THESE PEOPLE, HE GR ANTED BLOCH PERMISSION TO SUBMIT AFF IDAVITS 
OF ANY REPORTERS AND AFTER READING SUCH AFFIDAVIT HE JfOULD DETERMINE 

J52SSL lOiW*? bej^MSary.. F gR JE8 ejo&gj^ j^imqnx, ryan 

ADVISED BLOCH THAT THIS PROCEEDING COULD NOT BE USED TO BEGIN AN 
EXPLORATORY JOURNEY AND THAT NO ORAL TESTIMONY WOULD BE NEEDED UNLESS 
THE AFFIDAVITS SHOWED A BASIS. HE ADVISED THAT THIS PROCEEDING COULD 
.N°T UNDULY DELAY THE PROCESSES DF^COURT .AND JfAVE RJp^JJNTIL FRIDAY 
J}QON TOSUBjfflL AD DITIONAL AFFIDAVIT. HE ALSO STATED T HAT NO SUB POENA 
WOUL D BE ISS UEpjPOR ANY WI T NESS WJTHQ UT . THE . AUTHOR IT Y ,QF tor. c OURT . 

LOCH ASKED TO OFFER AS A WITNESS AN EXPERT IN MASS PSYCHOLOGY, RYAN ^ 

A ®«-?srs!S" 

f: : fe*;s.37i 5 e , , s ^a 


, yy AUVi2c 

- NY 100-37158 I 
1 - HY 65-15387 

JAHsMMS (#6) 

65-15348 gv, DEC 17.188* , 


!*► 

f 


Approved:. 




8peoial Agent in Charge 


[GGROEJ* ■- DK t8iJS' 

Bent u Per 


s ( 


ro-se 


) 

i 

FKDEBAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION i 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
PAGE TWO 

Transmit the following Teletype message to: 

ASKED IF HE WAS REFERRING TO THE SO CALLED POLL EXPERT AND FINALLY 
RULED THAT HE WOULD NOT HEAR ANY TESTIMONY FROM SUCH AN INDIVIDUAL. 

, ON POINT TWO OK THE PERJURED TE STIMON Y OF D AVID GREEK GLASS, BLOCH 
WISHED TO S_qBPOEHA.f UiEB&HE COURT J lfflTO; IRVING SAYPOL AND JUDGE. 
IRVINGH. KAUFF MAN, BLOCH STATED THAT. XHIS^fAS..NECESSARY OK THE 
BASIS OF AM OFF THE RE C ORD COLLOQUY. BLOCH STATED THAT ON THE BASIS 
OP THIS COLLOQUY, HE DID NOT MOVE FOR A MISTRIAL OH THE TIMING. OF THE 
PERL INDICTMENT. RYAN REFUSED TO CALL SAYPOL AND KAUFFMAN. BLOCH 
STATED HE WISHED TO CALL SAYPOL TO PROVE THERE WAS SUPPRESSION OF. 

C$8 .MATERIAL EVIDENCE DURING TRIAL . RYAN ASKED HIM WHAT EVIDENCE 
WAS SUPPRESSED. BLOCH ANSWERED THAT GREENGLA SS WAS PERM ITTED TO 
TESTIFY THAT HE COOPERATED WITH AUTH ORITIES ..FROM THE . BEGINNING, 

AND AFTER THE TRIAL SAYPOL GAVE A STATEMENT TO THE PRES S THAT THIS 
WAS NOT SO... RYAN ASKED WAS GREENGLASS A WITNESS AND CROSS DASH 
EXAMINED. WHEN BLOCH ANSWERED YES, RYAN REFUSED TO SUBPOENA SAYPOL . 
-BIPCH THEN ASKED TO SUBPOENA 0. JO HN R OGGE, M R. FABRICAKT, MR. GORDON 
AND RUTH GREPM GLA8S. T.0. J*BQVE THAT A DEAL WAS MADE BETWEEN USA AND THE 
‘ . .GREEN GLASSES _ TO PROCURE A LENIENT SENTENCE FOR nAVTDJMn TO LET RUTH 
.OFF FR EE. RYAN ASKED WHAT INFORMATION. DO YOU HAVE BEYOND the SUSPICION 
, jEHASLIg WAS-Jl-DEAL. BE ASKED , IF BLOCH HAD STATED HIS GROUNDS FOR THIS 
. SUSPICI ON. BLOCH ANSWERED YES AND RYAN GRANTED HIM UNTIL FRTDAV MOON 
. TO AMPLIFY BY AFFIDAVIT HIS CH ARGES. R YAN STAT ED that THE ALLEGATION 

Approved:. Sent M Per.. 


Special Agent in Charge 







FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 




FD-tl 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

PAGE THREE 


Transmit the following Teletype message to: 

■flg BLOCH. WAg . TORY . SERI 0U_S_AKD SHOULD BE MADE ON BASIS OF PACT AND THE 
PACTS SHOULD BE PRESENTED TO THE COURT IN AFFIDAVITS. BLOCH ASKED 
■3H HE. WOULD HAVE TO SUPPL Y ALL OP HIS SOURCES INCLUDING CONFIDENTIAL 
. INFORMANTS ^ RYAN. TOffi Jtlfl W SHOULD SET FORTH FACTS MV .SOURCES 

INCLUDIN G CONFIDENTIAL INFORMAN T SJHfeUftTS . B LOCH THEN STATED HE DESIR ED 
TO SUBPOEN A SCIENTIST S , WHO RESIDE OUTS I DE T HE COUNT RY TO IgS TIFY TO 
'TOE EFFECT THAT DAVID GREEN GLASS WAS COACHED.. JN CONNECTION WITH -THE 
TRIAL PREPARAT ION OF SKETCHES OF . THE . IENS MOLD AND CROSS SRC-ptom q F 

iSiHMajfflUI -WAS. . JWJS1EIBI(E..IHATJ)AVID„GREENGLASS 
FIVE OR SIX YEARS AFTER RECEIVING THE INFORMATION WAS CAPA BLE OF 
— DRAWIN G^REPLICAS . WITHOOT OUTSJD^^LP^ BOOKS OR SCIENTIFIC JOURNELS. 

RYAN STATED THAT THE AFFIDAVITS OF THE SCIENTISTS CONTAINED EXPRESSIONS 
OF THEIR OPINION THAT D AVID G REENGLASS TESTIFIED FALSELY AND UNTRUELY. 

HE STATED THAT THE TRUTH OF DAVID 1 S STATEMENTS WAS TO BE TRIED BY THE 
^TRIAL _JURY AND DE CL INED TO TAKE AN Y. TEST IMONY FR OM THESE EXPERT S ffiAT 
DAVID HAD COMMITTED PERJURY. ON POINT THREE BL OCH ALLEGED THAT WE 
TRANSFER OF MATERIAL FROM DAVID, GRBENGIASS .TP. .JULIUS ROSBfBERG WERE 
.PUBLIC PROPERTY AND WE RE NOT SECRET. HE STATED . THAT HE WOUL D SHOW 
.ALL, OF THE P ROCESSES THAT WENT INTO THE CONSTmrnTTn^ OFJTHE_ATOM BOMB 
j gEN KNOWN AL L OVER THE WORL D AND THAT T HE CLASS IFTCATTnn aw ^HEM BY 
.^?.L.HARY WAS ARBITARY .AND CAPRICIOUS. RYAN STATED THAT THE CHARGE 


Approved: 


Bent H Per. 


Special Agent in Charge 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


. PAGE POUR * 

-* Tr&nsalt the fol losing Teletype message to; 

-WAS CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT ESPIONAGE. BLOCH STATED THAT HE HAD NO 

OPPORTUNITY DURING THE TRIAL TO SEND THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY PEOPLE 

TO DETERMINE THE PACT THAT THE MATERIAL WAS NOT SECRET. RYAN ASKED 

HIM IP HE MADE AN APPLICATION TO THE COURT FOR ASSISTANCE IN THIS 

REGARD. HE SAID NO. J3LOCH THEN ASKED THE COURT TO DIRECT THE 

GOVERNMENT TO SUBMIT ALL PRESS RELEASES ISSUED BY THE DEPARTMENT 

PF JUSTICE PROSECUTING OFFICIALS IN RESPECT TO THE CASE. IN ANSWER 

TO THIS HE ASKED FOR THE JUDGE TO PERMIT HIM TO SUBPOENA MINUTES OP 

THE GRAND JURY SITTING PROM AUGUST, NINETEEN FIFTY TO MARCH FIFTEENTH 

* 

FIFTYONE, PARTICULARLY IN CONNECTION WITH THE PERL INDICTMENT, AND 
THE FACT THAT THE GOVERNMENT HAD KNOWLEDGE OF PERL 1 S PERJURY LONG 
BEFORE THE ROSENBERG TRIAL AND HIS ARREST WAS TIMED TO TAKE PLACE 
DURING THE TRIAL. RYAN DENIED THE APPLICATION. BLOCH THEN ASKED 


THA$ J^^-SCmE IDER TESTIMONY HE WOULD OFFER NO PROOF BE CAUSE THE 
GOVERNMENT HAD ADMITTED THAT IT USE D PER JTOED TESTIMONY DURING THE 
TRIAL AS WAS SET FORTH IN THE AFFIDAVIT OF SA JOHN A. HARRINGTON . 
RYAN RULED THAT IT WAS NOT NECESSARY TO TAKE ANY ORAL TESTIMONY 


ON ANY OF BLOCH’S POINTS AND INDICATED THAT HE WOULD MAKE A RULI NG 
ON FRIDAY NEXT.' HOWARD MEYER ARGUED FOR SOBELL AND JOINED WITH THE 

' ft 

.APPLICATIONS MADE BY BLOCH. AFTER ARGUMENT RYAN fi^ ATED WHERE 

THERE IS AN ISSUE OF FACT THE COURT MUST TAKE T ES TIMO NY ^UT^ WHERE 

NO ISSUES OF FACT ARE RAISED, THIS PROCEEDING WILL NOT BE USED TO 


Approved: 


Sent M Per. 


Special Agent in Charge 



FD-S« 


FEDEBAL BUBEAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


"PAGE FIVE 


Transmit the following Teletype message to: 

JIGRAIN THY THE FACTS THAT HAVE ALREADY BEEN TRIED IN THE DISTRICT 


91 

. COURT AIJSA KILSHEIMER THEN STATED THAT THE GOVERNME NT 

DID NOT DJ SPTTTE THR VAC.*? Tflfty RELEASES HAD ; BEEN PRINTED AND 

HAD BEEN OBTAINED FROM GOVERNMENT SOURCES, BUT HE ARGUED THE RE WAS 
HO NEED THAT THESE PRESS RELEASES OF THE FBI OR DEPARTMENT SHOULD 


BE SUBMITTED TO THE COURT* RYAN 


JO . FI . LE .^A II, . PRES S . -RELEASES W AS D ENIED * BLOCH THEN MENTIONED THE 
DULANEY CASE IN BOSTON AND RYAN STATED THAT IN THAT CASE THE DEFENDANT 
OBJECTED TO PROCEEDING WITH THE TRIAL ON THE BASIS OF FRE DASH TRIAL 
PUBLICITY. HE NOTED THAT BLOCH AT HO TIME DURING THE TRIAL MADE 
AN APPLICATION FOR A CONTINUANCE. RYAN THEN CAUTIONED ALL COUNSEL 
THAT THERE WERE STATEMENTS IN THE PAPERS FILED WITH HIM THAT DO NOT 

PERTAIN TO LEGAL DRAFTSMANSHIP AND CAUTIONED ALL COUNSEL TO. REMAIN 

/ / 

WITHIN THE LEGAL QUESTIONS IN THEIR ORAL ARGUMENTS. COURT THEN 
RECESSED AMP ORAL ARGUMENT WILT. BF.R1TMR AT nfl E THIRTY PM. RYAN 
EXPECTS ARGUMENTS TO BE COMPLETED THIS PM OR AT THE EARLIEST 
TOMORROW AM. BUREAU WILL BE ADVISED OP DEVELOPMENTS. 


BOARD MAN 


CO: VTi, V2l >f "N"? 

I'"' i m ^ 

i.s. 


Approved:. 


Special Agent in Charge 
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ITMMO MW NO- •• .. _ 

Office Men \ * \ ium • united * s government 

_ , A. «. BAlMoS^ »“*“’• "* ■ 


TO i 


DATS: December 20, 290^- 

78l»oo r — 


T8.0M 


SUBJECT: 


Iff?, r. F. CLEVE 


f?) 

JULIUS ROSENBERG 

ETHE&- ROSENBERG 
ItORTONVSOBELL 
ESPIONAGE - R 




COST***® 







... Hr v ! ^ 

4S*S3“ 

.&3*w<* tfto* P t S # t» oMaiS.S ..«W 0 / *|* opi»%o» 

•*Ae trrg t a^jtga&tt^.g**e*P Bureau os soon os obtainable, 
ahi will forward it to the Bureau as 


ACTION: 


JZXS 

WrC:LL 


r fA 

None. The above i» for your information. 

aW® ~ 2 
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ttpoai bureau of rnmTmrton 
H 8, orntman of justice 

kwmokiwwks stcitw 
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Director 


NYC 

URGENT 


10-17 




Mr. Tu-'y 

Mr. Li.’.’J.Hn 

Mr. Mih r... 

Mr, Winterrowi. 
Ttie. Eoon^J|^_ 

Mr. HciUsmua 

Mi*s Gan4y-..~...... 


12-5-52 ^ 

0^ 

yO ' , 

DAYLET. JULIUy^ROSENBERC . ET At, ESPIONAGE DASH R, POLICE COOPERATION. 

MR, KELLY.-PBINC TPAI . KEEPER -A T STN C SINE pptsom mac ap uT srrt nf t 

.1 j J 



X- 



L> 


/« 


/ 


., J ,. U LIi lS ,., MD E I HS L . , R0SENBER C. .O N -4)EC^4^RT£EN^N£XT ♦ THIS INFO w/s ' 
RELEYED BY MR* KELLY TO NY STATE COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTION* AS 4 
A- RE S ULT A CONFERENCE TS SOHmiH . Eff FOB „ , TF tLA«JW. JSHLUKLAT r Cjl 
-S &iRTHQUSE^WKilE Pj ^HlS^JLX. , THE follomtmc w ill be in attendance- 
MR, DONOVAN, NY STATE COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTION, A REPRESENTATIVE 
07 STATE POLICE, SPENCE PURDY, CHIEF OF PD, OSSINING, GEORGE 
FANELLI, DA, WESTCHESTER COUNTY, JOHN HOY, SHERIFF, HOY IS AN 
NA MAN AND ADVISED OF THIS CONFERENCE. ->AUL D. MC ciNTSS f deput y 
CO M MISSIONER , NY ^ T ATE^DEPT._pF CORRECTION AT. A CONFERENCE ..IN IRIS 
gr ri .?Ef REQUESTED .IHFO'CONCERNING PROPOSER TRIP SPONSORED by CRC. known 
t fiCTS CONCERNING TR I P WERE GIVEN TO MB, MC GINISS . HE WAS ESPECIALLY 
INTERESTED IN HUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO WILL MAKE TRIP. HE WAS ADVISED 
WAT INFO COMING TO ATTENTION OF THIS OFFICE CONCEBNINGs THIS TRIP 


k ^ 


■ms »■ 




A * M. ^ 


ADVISED THAT THE PURPOSE OF CONFER ENCg»#%fl# NEXT WAS TO 

MAKE PLANS TO GUARD THE AREA OF SI NG SING IN THE EVEIJT ANY RIOT 

e. &.u,-r 


END OF PAGE ONE 

70 DEC 18182 ^w*x»w® 

* 8e Nov © ,, s0 




PAGE TWO 


OH OTHER DISTURBANCE WAS MADE BY GROUP GOING TO CALL ON THE ROSEN- 
BERGS, HE ADVI SEp JHjAT OFFICIAL? OF H IS DEPT AND OF WESTCHESTER 
COUNTY WERE CONCERNED ABOUT ANOTHER QUOTE PEEKSKIuTInCI DENT 

■••.• UNQUOTE. HE AGREED THAT THE PLANS TO BE MADE AT THE SCHEDULED 
CONFERENCE HERE pftlMARJLV FOR THE GUARDING -QF—SING—SING AND HERE 
PRINCIPALLY THE PROBLEM OF HIS DEPT, SING SING OFFICIALS, AND STATE 
AND LOCAL POLICE. .ACCORDINGLY. THERE WOULD BE NO_NEED.I fl&.iJTE.^ANCE 
py pifBFfll' *«•>»•<;, THE, NATIONAL GUARDIAN OF DEC. FOUR ON PAGE . 

. EIGHT STATES QUOTE PREPARATIONS CONTINUED FOR A NATIONWIDE CLEMENCY 

^ Fathering to be held in Washington, d. c. on jan. four and five. 

^ ,1i IT WAS ALSO ANNOUNCED THAT A PRAYER VIGIL ON THE WHITEHOUSE LAWN 

% ^ jr 

A, yw n«* rtAitnttflwn wpMTvtAiio UAtn>c t MY FOP FICHTFEN DAYS WILL 
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■'”% TO BE CONDUCTED TWENTYFOUR HOURS A DAY FOR EIGHTEEN DAYS WILL 
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Petition for a writ of certiorari denied by 
Supreme Court on 10/13/52 with only JUSTICE 
BLACK voting that petition . should be granted. 
Motion for leave to file a brief by National 
Lawyers Guild as amicus curiae was denied 
10/i3/52, On 10/15/52, the Supreme Court 
granted a stay which permitted EMANUEL H. BLOCH 
15 days to file a petition for a rehearing# 

The Government did not file any brief in 
opposition to this petition# On ll/l?/52, the 
Supreme Court denied the petition of subjects 
for a rehearing# Again JUSTICE BLACK voted to 
grant the petition* Supreme Court denied 
application of National Committee To Secure 
Justice In The Rosenberg Case to file brief 
containing 50,000 names* DAVID GREENGLASS 
re-interviewed concerning unknown consultant 
friend of JULIUS ROSENBERG. Interview set 
forth in brief. RUTH and BERNARD GREENGLASS 
have no further information concerning this 
individual, BERNARD GREENGLASS has contacted 
DAVID ROSENBERG and together have "examined the 
trial record in the office of EMANUEL H. BLOCH, 

The latter is attempting to persuade BERNARD to/ 
visit DAVID at Lewisburg and .secure from Cy- 1 
DAVID a statement tMt he did not recall the 
technical data about the atom bomb, but was 
coached by some officer in the Government. 
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DETAILS: 


X* PROSECUTIVE ACTION IN 
P, S, SUPREME COURT 


A> Denial of Petition for Certiorari 

On October 13, 1952, SA HOWARD FLETCHER, JR. , of 
the Washington ?Ield Office, examined the records of the Clerk 
of the United States Supreme Court and reported that case number 
^Ul, petition* for v/rit of certiorari of JULIUS and ethel 
^ROSENBERG were denied on that date. Mr. JUSTICE BLACK alone was 
of the opinion that the petition should be granted. The motion 
of the National Lawyers Guild for leave to file a brief as amicus 
curiae was denied by the Supreme Court on October 13 , 1952. 


B. Stay Granted By Supreme Court 

On October 15# 1952, SA HOWARD FLETCHJR, JR., of 
the Washington Field Office, examined the records of the Clerk 
of the United States Supreme Court and reported that the stay 
was granted by the Supreme Court on that day permitting JULIUS 
and ETHEL ROSENBERG, through their attorney, 15 days to file a 
petition requesting a rehearing of their .appeal. 


C. Petition of JULIUS and ETHEL ROSENBERG for Rehearing in the 
U. o. Supreme Court 

On October 28# 1952# EMANUEL H. BLOCH# Attorney 
for JULIUS and ETHEL ROSENBERG, filed a petition for a rehearing 
on behalf of JULIUS and ETHJL ROSENBERG. Assistant United States 
Attorney JAMES 3. ICILSILEIllEa III made available a copy of the - 

- petition that he had received from BLOCH. This petition recites 

- five reasons why a rehearing should be granted and a writ of 
w, certiorari issued. 


Point One 
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BLOCH* In point one, a : ^ain discusses the 3sp5ona^e 
Act as construed by the courts and contends as applied to instant 
case violates Article 3. Section 3 of the Constitution of the 
Uhited States which states "Treason against the United States 
shall consist only in levying war against then or in adhering to 
their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. No person shall be 
convicted of treason unless on the testimony of two witnesses to 
the same overt act or bn confession in open court 11 # BLOCH states 
that the petitioners were subjected to a treason prosecution under 
color of a charge of conspiracy to commit espionage. This was a 
point he raised on his petition for rehearing in the Circuit 
Court of Appeals. 


Point Two 


In this point BLOCH continues his argument regard- 
ing the espionage statute and treason, and claims that the trial 
court read the espionage act to permit its intent to be proven by 
evidence demonstrative of a "general intent to betray” thereby 
transformed that law by juduoi&l fiat into a "treason” statute and 
the trial of the petitioners into a "treason” trial. 


Point Three 


In this point BLOCH contends that the admission of 
the Communist affiliations of the petitioners was error and that 
this evidence was "hi :hly inflamatory" and prejudicial to the 
defendants. 


Point Pour 


his point BLOCH in substance charged that fcli.6 
sentences of death were based on untrue assumptions and referred 
to the remarks of Judge IRVING- a. KAUFMAN at the time of the 
sentence of the RGi> jOTJaGS# 

Point Five 


In this point BLOCH refers to the excessiveness 
of the sentences imposed on the HOSJNB^HCS. SLoCH refers to 
Section 2106 of Title 20* U*S *C*a* which ispovers the Supreme 
Court to modify , affirm* vacate* set aside or review any judgement* 
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BLOCH contends that the sentence "was a product of the abandon- 
ment of rational standards 1 *. Judicial balance 3 a ve way to 
unjudicial surrender to the political clamor that invaded this 
case. This court, the ultimate protector of the accused, 
helpless against the forces of passim and prejudice, has the 
responsibility to remedy the irreparable and imminently irrevocable 
harm suf fared by these petitioners. 

Assistant United States Attorney JAAES 3 . 

KILSHEIH2R III advised that the Go verment did not file any brief 
in opposition to the petition for a rehearing. 


D» Denial of Petition for Rehearing in Supreme Court 

On November 17, 1952, the United States Supreme 
Court denied the petition of subjects for a rehearing by a vote of 
eight to one. JUSTICE BLACK alone voted to give them a hearing. 

JUSTICE FRaNKFUKT filed a memorandum opinion in 
which he stated that the Supreme Court of the United States had 
no power to change a sentence imposed by a justice in the 
United States District Court. He further stated that it was 
primarily the responsibility of the Circuit Court of Appeals to 
review the record of a trial in a district court.' He stated that 
in the case of the R0SEN3JRGS the Circuit Court of Appeals had 
carefully analyzed the trial record and found no error. He 
stated that there was no reason why the Supreme Court should 
review the decisions of the lower court. 

II. RE-INTmlVI 2* OF DAVID 
GReENGLASS regarding 
tjnknoun consultant contact 

CF JULIUS 

r / 

' DAVID GRE .INGLASS was re-interviewed at the 

Uhited States Penitentiary at Lewisburg, Pennsylvania, by Sa ■/. 
JAII2S /COD, concerning his recollection of the unknown consultant 
friend of JULIUj AOSJtIBEiG and the receipt of $00.00 from 
JULIUS R03JN3J RG, with particular reference to the visit of ' :IIU3 
SIDOROVICH. Information received from A JTK and BERiwJ) 

GREENGLaSS was made known to DAVID GREATGLhSS as an aid in 
refreshing his recollection of pertinent events. 


5 < 
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He stated that his original statement to the 
effect that he had first heard of the unkno^.m consultant in 
Farch 1949, was in error, and that it is his recollection, with 
information now furnished by RUTH GRE^CrL.,S* , that he first 
heard of this individual in the latter part of 194 a or early 
19h9 • He recalled that it was shortly oefore his wife, AJfK 
GRESNGL^SS, had an accident in which she cut her leg, and now 
recalls that this incident occurred’ in February, 1S49 as stated 
by RUTH GREllTLAS-,. He also recalled that at that tine he 
had secured >60.00 from JULIUS, which JULIUS had apparently 
obtained from the unknown consultant. 


jNGL-'.SS also agreed with RUTe\gRE^UGLaSS' 

statements as to the ifo^th of his father in March, 19i\.9 and 
JULIUS ROSENBERG’S having paid money for their share oY the 
burial plot. He also remembered that JULIUS had indicated that 
the money he paid for the burial plot was not a loan, since 
JULIUS had a friend who was staking him and would not demand 
the repayment of the money* 


DaVID GREEITGLAe* also stated that he does not now 
specifically recall that JULIUS a OS J13.XG told him that the 
unknown consultant made .^200.00 per day, but he does definitely 
recall that JULIUS told him that the man was a consultant on a 
dam in Egypt, that JULIUS specifically stated that this man 
had Just recently come back to the United States from a trip 
to Egypt, and that he, DaVID, got the impression that this 
individual had flown back from Egypt, althou -.h he now states 
that he cannot recall anything specific in this regard, and that 
he may have been mistaken in the impression that the man had 
flown back to the United States from Egypt. He reiterated his 
certainty that JULIUS had specifically commented on this con- 
sultant’s having recently returned from a trip to Egypt. 

DaVID GRaeNGLaSS agreed with RUTH GRHENGLASS » im- 
pression that the man was a contact of JULIUS 1 and not a 
Russian, and DuVIJ) GREENGLaSS recalled that JULIUS had specifically 
stated that this man was a contact. DAVID GReEHGLaSS also said 
E that it was his impression that ihe man was not a Russian, and was 
v •' either a native-born or naturalized citizen of the United States 
' ,He also recalled that when JULIUS spoke of his Russian friends he 
* - specifically referred to them as "Russian friends" and that he 
' •' did not so refer to this consultant. ,},/ 
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DAVID GR UNGLASS stated that his ir/ipp © s s i o n op 
recollection that this consultant had reportedly been paid 
^.200* GO a day may have been in error, that If JULIUS had told 
him that the man made -200 #00 per day he is certain he would 
have advised RUTH C-ALJLGL^SS of same, and that RUTH GR JUNGLES 
has a better recollection of past events than he, D.iVTD GR wJNGWk,. 
does* '* 


D.'iVID GRjiUNGLhob stated that he now recalls a cold, 
dry day in New York City when he and JULIUS were at Pitt Machine 
Products, Inc* He recalled that there was no snow on the "round 
but that it was bitter cold, and the windows in the plant were all 
steamed up* He remembered that JULIUS had received a telephone 
call at the plant from some man asking JULIUS to meet him, that 
he mentioned he uas facing to meet someone and IUVID G-t^JHGL SS 
followed him to the door, curious to see who he was oin^ to 
meet and where he was going* He stated, however, that at the 
door JULIUS specifically told him to go back into the buildinr* and 
stay inside* DAVID GRARNGL iSS was curious as to the identity of 
this person JULIUS was going to meet and recalls seeing JULIUS 
walk toward the luncheonette on the corner of Houston Street and 
Avenue C. He said that he \/as afraid that JULIUS would turn 
around and see him watching, and that he accordingly went back 
into the plant without seeing the person JULIUS was aoparentlv 
going to meet. J 


He said that about ten minutes after JULIUS left 
the plant on that occasion he, D-VID walked from the plant to 
the luncheonette, hoping to get a glimpse. .of the person JULIUS 
apparently planned to meet there, but that neither JULIUS nor the 
man he was to meet was at the luncheonette or on the comer at 
that time* He stated that JULIUS had apparently gone off with 
this man as he did not return to the plant on that day. He 
recalled asking JULIUS about the man when JULIUS returned to work 
on the following day, but said that JULIUA ;&ve him an evasive 
answer and gave him no indication as to who the man mi -ht have 
been* D.VJD said that he does not knoi; whether this man night 
have been identical with the unknown consultant* He was u nable 
to advise as to the date of this occurrence, but said it is 
Present recollection that this occurred about two weeks 
. i prior to the time he obtained money from JULIUS which had pre- 
sumably come from the unknown consultant, and probably at about 
the same time or possibly shortly after RUTH hurt her leg. 
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J Concerning JULIUS ROSJNBuftGiS meeting with JXKZ 

tBIDOROVICH, he stated that the date of this occurrence was, as 
Stated by RUTH CUI^GLaSS, July 2, 1948. He recalls that 
SIDCHOVICH drove his car up to the front of Pitt Products, 

Inc., and got out, coming into the place. He stated he was on 
vacation and D^VID ashed hi -a whether his wife was with him. 
SIDGUOVICH replied that she was with him, but was then with her 
mother. He asked for ; JULIUS R0SLH3 .RG- and DaVID told him that 
JULIUS was not around. 7ID shoved SIDOROVICH around the shop 
and remembers introducing 3-R.il;RD \rA .jUGL-oS to SIDOROVICH, 
and that the three of them went to\he luncheonette on the 
corner for a drink. SIDOHOVICH told a* VXD that he was working 
for some steam boiler company in Cleveland, Ohio, and D.WID 
said that it is his recollection that the name of this place 
was iilcox and Gibbs, or something similar. 

DAVID said that RJTH is mis taken in her belief that 
3ID0R0VICH was then living at Chappaqua in that he specifically 
recalls SIDOHOVICH mentioning his employment in Ohio. He said 
that he does not recall having told RUTH about SIDORCVICK* S 
work or the place he was then residing. at. 

DAVID said that SIDORC/ICH did not meet JULIUS at 
the plant on that day, but that a feu days later he mentioned 
to JULIUS that SIDGROVICH had been in, and JULIUS told him that 
he had seen SIDGROVICH* 

Concerning the statement that RUTH advised that on 
February 21, 194 ® $ her father fell and broke his hip, DAVID 
GR SUNGLASS stated that this was his, DAVID’S, father and not 
RUTH* S, but that RUTH refers to him as "Pop". He also agreed 
with RUTH’S statement that on or about June 6, 1948, and shortly 
before his death, JULIUS LJ /IS had given D-AVID **200.00. He 
recalled that It was at about the same tine, i.e. June 19^8, 
not June 1949* and not later in the summer, when he got the 
^800*00 from JULIUS ROSH'IB-RG. He recalled that he had been 
feeling well satisfied with the world, having approximately 
vlOOO.OO and that he had bought him3elf some new clothing. He 
recalled planning on going to a movie and then seeing JULIUS 
LjUIS, who looked at the time as if he were about to die. He 
recalled that this depressed him considerably and dampened his 
elation at having $1000*00« ‘H* Is certain that he received 
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toe 200.00 and the ..800,00 at about the same time, and had 
the entire '.1000.00 shortly prior to JULIU0 LjIWIS* death. He 

that during the summer of 1914.8, i;hen It'JTH was 
in hontlcello on vacation, he kept taking 20.00 to JiO.OO from 
their safe deposit box to give to AUT H to use while oh vacation 

JULIUS *1'* 4IS^ fc dea th^ ^ h6 did n0t obtain ^ jQOO.OO after 

I 

^ ^ GRJiaTGLAS^ 1 statement that JULIUS 

ROoJB^G had stated that the money he borrowed from his friend 
had to be repaid, DaVID said that JULIUS would tell 3ihK*iD 
this, whether or not it was true, inasmuch as he would never 
mention any "contact” to BURNED and would not admit to BjRN*J 0> 
that he had a source for funds which he would not have to repay. 

He also said that if the consultant or contact were a widely 
known engineer or prominent person, JULIUS, would not make this 
fact knot/n to .jjRL...RD and because the money had been received 
from a contact, which fact he would not want known to B it) 

JULIUS would "play down’' the source of the moneyed treat ^t’ 
in an off-hand manner. 

. _ . . GR3UKGLASS was questioned at length for other 

information which might be of assistance in identifying the 
unknown subject, but could furnish no additional information. 

HUTH and BJRJIaRD GR GL A S L > •- w er e recontacted but 

SSSSS^'K-StS?" inf ° rinati0n C0aC6r ^ th6 id ®»tity of the 


III. CONTACTS OP BAHNi.HD 
GSASKGL-iSS .ITH 

David hcssnbsrg ..hd 

-I1.UU.3, H. BLOCH 


SUTIi G3 .HI'TG-L. -SS advised that her brother-in-law 
3JU A3D On iJl.GL-.jS, had been in contact on several occasions with 

•*-'wrfS«W' brother of JULIUS. It is noted that B-ilT.W * 
; OR^GLASo had previously reported that DlVID rtO-^TBuRG had 
requested hi a assistance in determining the truth of the charge** 
against JULIUS and *sTRiL, and to this end both had agreed to 
examine the trial record. 
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.. . «-™,-*** ^ KWH advised that she was concerned with the fact 
® 4 ^? ard GRA3NGLASS told her that BLCCH wanted him to visit 
DAVID GHJJ^NGL.oS^at Lewisburg and elicit frora him a statement to 
the effect that DAVTD GRAANGLaSS had been unable to recall the 
data OJP the atom bomb that he had turned over to 
JULIUS ROS ATB JRG, and that he had been coached by someone in the 
Government* 

BARKaRD GRiiJNGLASS was contacted and advised that 
he had been to BLOCK* S. office on two or three occasions and 
together with DAVID ROSENBJRG had examined the trial record. 
BAriJaRD stated that because of his recent carriage he did not 
spend boo.. much time with DaVID ACBAKBaRG in reading the record. 

He stated that about November 8 DuVlD ROSANAjAG told him that it 
was important that he see 3 AITUAL II* BLOCH* He stated that he 
went to BLOCH'S office with ACS JJBAftG, and that BLOCH had advised 
him that several scientists told him that in their opinion it w as 
not scientifically feasible for DaVID SRjJ?GL..^S to remesber the 
technical data concemins the atoa bomb that he had turned over 
to JULIUS R0SJN3ARG. It was the opinion of these undisclosed 
scientists that DuVID could not recall such data after a period 
of five or six years from the time that he had obtained it. BLCCH 

TZ scierlti ^ i 5 a lly impossible, he believed 
that IaVID GR^NBAiG had been coached by some scientist or other 
individual in the Government. He asked 3JR??:RD GRaATGLASL to 
go to Leesburg Penitentiary and to advise DaVlD GAA^NGL^SS of the 
opinion of the scientists and endeavor to secure from DJVID in 
writing a statement that he, DAVID, had been coached bv some 
representative of the Government* 

BJRITARD stated "Bloch is crazy. Ke*s trying to 
win me over to his way of thinking, but he can*t"* BARNARD 
stated that he did not do as BLOCK requested* 

j 

f 44mU _ advised that she has been 

with BUNa-vD and s» is sure that he will not be won over 
by BLOCH. She advised thatmjRiiiRD is going to visit A THAI, at 

^^?T,S inp A OI lrJ ove :' lbar ^ 9 1&2. She stated that she hoped that 
. JULIUS and ATHAL ROS-AKxjRG ijould come to their senses and 
cooperate with the Government and attempt to Undo some of the 
harm that they have done to their country* She stated she is 
certain that if they were represented by someone other than 3LGCH 
they would have done the right thing a long time ago* She advised 
that on her last visit to ATHAL in the ) /omen , s House of Detention 
in September, 1950 she told the same thing to ATHAL, and that 
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ETHEL hold hor throat so as sho would not break down* She 
advised that she told ETHJIL "you are a dirty Communist, but 
you should never have harmed your own country' 1 , Mrs* 

advised that ETrLSL refused to see her from that dav 
until the present time, J 
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ADMIHISflfUTIViS 1 aG3 


mSCZLLAVJQVS '* 

One copy of this report is being furnished for the various 
offices listed for information, either under Bureau instructions 
or because these offices may have leads to cover in this case 
in the future* 


L3ADS 
m\I YORK 


At New York, Hew York 


Vi 11 follow and report further motions and applications made 
by Defendants in either the District Court, Circuit Court of 
Appeals or the United States Supreme Court* 


Vill maintain contact uithflflm^ 
tion from him concerning the subjectT^ 


and report all informa- 


Vill maintain contact with RUTH and BJRIURD GRAJSrGL*-*SS and 
report results of future d^nversations with DiiVID R0SJHB3RG and 
STH3L RCS3NBJRG. 


aSFJMTCg Report of SA JOHN a. HARRINGTON, Hew York, 8/18/52. 
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BAL BUREAU OF INVEST 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
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Transmit the following Teletype message to: 





ET AL; ESPIONAGE DASH R. AUSA KILSHBIJCS- y-- j 
JUDGE RYAN WAS WRITING AN OPINION ON jlHE^Sg^n 
APPLICATIONS MADE BY THE ROSENBEROS AND MORTON SOHELL. IT^IS^ 
EXPECTED THAT THE OPINION WILL BE HANDED DOWN ON THE TENTH NEXT. 

LIEUTENANT CRANE, BUREAU OP SERVICES, NYC PD, ADVISED THAT HE HAS 

" 1 

NO INFORMATION CONCERNING THE PROPOSED QUOTE CLEMENCY TRAIN UNQUOTE. 
>/- &HE STATED HE WILL IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THIS OFFICE OF ANY INFORMATION 
COMING TO HIM FROM HIS CONFIDENTIAL SOURCES. JOHN HOY, SHERIFF, 
g 'W WESTCHESTER COUNTY, ADVISED R.A. THAT INSPECTOR HOGAN OF NYCRR THAT 
gjt>i NYC POLICE ADVISED HIM THAT JKhSMOQJg;OF TWO THREE WEST TWENTY 
*{?S SIXTH STREET, NYC (THIS IS CIVIL RIGHTS CONGRESS HEADQUARTERS) HAS 

23*81 ~ 

gUtil MADE ARRANGEMENTS WITH NY CENTRAL TO SECURE A SPECIAL TRAIN TO GO TO 
SING SING ON DECEMBER FOURTEEN NEXT. TRAIN WILL LEAVE GRAND CENTRAL 
g|§ SHORTLY AFTER TEN THIRTY, ARRIVE IN OSSINING AT TWELVE SIXTEEN. THIJ 


SPECIAL TRAIN WILL THEN BE SENT TO HARMON, NY, AND WILL RETURN TO 
OSSINING IN TIME TO LEAVE BY THREE P.M. FOR GRAND CENTRAL. KiSEif 
^poci? HAS RECEIVED FROM THE NYCRR SEVEN HUNDRED FIFTY TICKETS. SHE 
MUST MAKE THE RETURN ON THESE TICKETS BY FRIDAY, DECEMBER TWELVE 
NEXT. BUREAU WILL BE ADVISED OF DEVELOPMENTS. _ £. Rll 


f 3 - Bureau 
i - NY 100-37158 

JAHiEMV (#6) 

65^^34-8 

,/S 




IF DEVELOPMENTS. _ 

recorded- 39 Izjmmtv \ 


&QL 


• 74 I 




- 

Bent_ 


OECw#J«C; 




190 - Special agent in Charge 

VI 


* * 

V 


fCKMLwmcAUOFimrcsm / 

W, 8. DEPARTMENT OF JUSl * 

cn*h«o:ssr f i 


> I ,Kr. trAc^y j 

' for Hr. h^'.d xl > 
< 5 ^ K'-pA ..." -Vi 



OEC10 1952. 

A S>37^ 


12-10-52 


TELETYPE 
1-23 PM 


JLU 


Lir. IV v.n 

Air. Tncy 

Mr. L;.; 1 ; •>. . 

Mr. K 

Mi. V v h 
Teh. E ' Hi 
Hr . li 

f !IlLHI£ ROSENBERG f ET AL - ESP-R. JUDGE RYAN TODAY FILED 


IRECT^j URGENT 



IN THE ABOVE CAPTIONED CASE AND THAT OF MORTON SOBELU ~y 

STATES IN f ART - QU O TE I FIND NO RELEVANT OR MATERIAL ISSUE OF FACT 
RAISED BY THE PETITIONS WHICH REQUIRES A HEARING THEREON OR 

WHICH RENDERS THE TAKING OF ORAL TESTIMONY EITHER NECESSARY OR y 

* " & 

HELPFUL UN QUOTE . OPINION CONCLUDES QUOTE THE PETITIONS ARE DENICTW 

THE FILES AND RECORDS OF THIS CASE AND THE PAPERS AND EXHIBITS 

NOW SUBMITTED CONCLUSIVELY SHOW THAT THE PETITIONERS ARE 

ENTITLED TO NO RELIEF. SINCE I FIND NO SUBSTANTIAL QUESTION OF r, 

• : — n ■ 

LAW RAISED BY THESE PROCEEDINGS THE APPLICATION MADE ON BEHALF OF"' 
THE PETITIONERS ROSENBERG FOR A STAY OF EXECUTION OF THE JUDGEMENT 

11 1 ■ — ■ ■» i — i i ■ ■■ i , ■ ■ ' JJ ’ ■ — : 

PRONOUNCED AGAINST THEM IS DENIED UNQUOTE. THE OPINION IS TWENTY 
SIX PAGES AND SEVEN PAGES OF NOTES ARE. FILED WITH IT. ORDER ON 
OPINION WAS FILED TODAY. PHOTOSTATIC COPY OF OPINION BEING SUBMITTED 
UNDER SEPARATE COVjffg^j,^ ~l346 


BOARDMAN 

END 

1-24 A PMJQ 
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^ FBT NYC 
4)1 RECTOR 
JULIUS kosenberc , 


12-5-52 

URGENT 


WMtt BUREAU Of l»rVEST(SATJO,V 
W. 8, OERAF.TMrM Of JUSTICE 

Wr: “ 


TELETYPE 

11-U PM 


0>Mr. T!-*n_ 



•li. jm 

, • V,' nr , rowJ- • 

FL. ESPIONAGE-R. AT TWELVE NOON tODAY EMANUEL 5 BLG€H 

V> li ^ J r 


£E£fjzA] 


FILED, WITH THE CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT, AFFIDAVITS BY 

" rsTyKC" ' 

OF THE *N£W YORK TIMES,* MILTON LEWIS OF THE "NEW YORK HERALtf JpRlBUNE • " 
THESE AFFIDAVITS IN EFFECT, STATED THAT THEIR STO RIES WHICH APPPEA^ ED W 
THE NEWSPAPERS THAT WERE ATTRIBUTED TO PUBLIC OFFICIALS OR OTHERS 
ACCURATELY REFLECT TH ESE STATEMENT S, BLOCH SUBMITTED AN AFFIDAVIT IN 
WHICH HE STATES THEY ASKED IRVING H. SAYPOL FOR AN AFFIDAVIT AND TO DENY 
OR AFFIRM THE STATEMENTS ATTRIBUTED TO HIM BY VAR IOUS NEWSPA PER ARTICLES 
AFFIDAVIT STATES SAYPOL REFUSED TO AFFIRM^OR DENY THE STATEMENTS. 




AFFIDAVIT STATES HE ATTEMPTED TO GET AFFIDAVIT FROM NORMA ABRAMS OF 


•DAILY NEWS" AND AN AFFIDAVIT FROM THE REPORTERS OF THE • NEW YORK DAIi 
MORROR", "NEW YORK EVENING JOURNAL" AND .THE "SeW YORK POST" WITHOUT ^ 
SUCCESS. AFFIDAVIT STATES THAT ONE GERTRUDE EVANS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 


JUSTICE, PUBLIC j*EU* TI £ ON$ DIVISION, WAS ^FORWARDING AN AFFIDAVIT AND A 
COPY OF THE PRESS RELEASE OF JULY SEVENTEEN, FIFTY, JOINTLY ISSUED BY T! 
A.G. J. HOWARD MC GRATH AN D DIRECTOR HOOVER. IN HIS AFFIDAVIT BLOCH 


MASKED FOR A STAY OF JHE EXECUTION. BUREAU WILL BE ADVISED OF 


COURT-S DECISION. 


BOARDMAN 


Recorder p 

DEC! 16- 1852 ‘ 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Ilf . '' 

IT rv>rtr 


UNITED STATES PEP, 


OF JUSTICE 


m*- 


M- . i-. . . ii _____ 
;*i:. T; 3 .* 

i-ti, .ii>i _ 

Wi. i; si 

i««i. W ncwj. 
Tot . tw-no. . 

il ' H =f; -iium 

% I i • l- Gd!i< iv _ _ 


Transmit the following Teletype message to: ^ ^ tV;- . k/..M rt n °* 

rex F rancisco 12 / 8/52 mt-m V 

m ”• 

JULIUS ROSENBERG, KTAL, IS-R, BAXLET. DATLT PEOPLES WORLD THIS DaTECOW JJNKD ^ 
ARTICLE ENTITLED QUOTE ROSENBERG WITNESS USD FBI AGENT ADMITS TO Ctol'^UCTE^ 
THE ARTICLE STATES THAT FBI AGENT JOHN A* HARRINGTON AHUFTED IN AN AFFIDAVIT 
SUBMITTED TO JUSTICE KEAN BT U.S. ATTCKEX M I L K S A* LaNB THAT THE GOVERNMENT 
WITNESS BEN SCHNEIDER HAD PERJURED HIMSELF WHEN HE TOLD THE COURT THAT HE HAD 
NOT SEEN THE ROSENHER3S BETWEEN THE TIME HE HAD PHOTOGRAPHED THEM FOR A PASSPORT 
AND THE TIME HE IDENTIFIED THEM IN COURT FOR THE PROSECUTION. ARTICLE 
CONTINUES STATING THE AFFIDAVIT AMTS THE FBI HAD TAKEN SCHNEIDER TO THE COURT 
8ECRETLX SO THAT HB COULD SEE THE ROSEN HERDS THE DAT BEFORE HE IDENTIFIED THEM , 
IN COURT. THE ARTICLE STATES THAT THE PHOTOGRAPHER SCHNEIDER HAD TESTIFIED /) 
THAT, ALTHOUGH HE PHOTOGRAPHED THE BOSENBERGS SEVERAL MONTHS BEFORE, SOMETIME 

IN JUNE, F3JTT, HE HaD NOT RECALLED THEM AS HIS CUSTOMERS THOUGH HE HAD SEEN 

. > 

PICTURES OF THEM St THE PRESS. IT WAS ONLY WHEN HE HAS VISITED BY FBI AGENTS 
THAT HE SAID HE RECALLED THffl. THE ARTICLE FURTHER STATES THAT, IN VIEW OF 
THIS DEVELOPMENT, FEDERAL JUDGE SILVESTER BXAN IS STUDIBO MOTIONS FOR A NEW 


4- 1 


TRIAL BASED PARTLI ON THE CHARGE OF PERJURED TESTIMONY EX A IRC 


not WITNESS. 


BROW 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 


KTiSK*A»Z 


if. 


6S-ltZ19 

oc san nrmo, los anqeles, Honolulu pt m,'H 


100-310.66 


^£._Sl 

0ECUIB5* 

.) S3 


!LS 


-if:; 


r, j 


rtpproWa; 

COPIES Dtsfl'SO^pi 

436 NOV 9 I960 




>ecial Agent in Charge 


4-7S0 (Rev. 4-17-85) 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET 


Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where 

indicated, explain this deletion. 

□ Deleted under exemption^) with no segregable 

material available for release to you. 

, — -v» 

LJ Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request 

1 t Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only. 

j I Documents originated with another Government agency(ies). These documents were referred to that 
agency(ies) for review and direct response to you . 


Pages contain information furnished by another Government agency(ies). You will be advised by the FBI as 
to the releasability of this information following our consultation with the other agency(ies). 


Page(e) withheld for the following teason(s): 


I 1 For your information: 


B'-Tto following number is to be used for reference regarding these pages: 


xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
8 DELETED PAGE(S) X 
$ NO DUPLICATION FEE $ 
X FOR THIS PAGE X 
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 


xxxxxx 

xxxxxx 

XXXXXX 
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ntouiwntEwormmtAT.o/, 

. *• OF JUSTICE 

) - csMf 'fjiiAT.c.ii ?f r noN 

OEC lrl 1952 

]&p 

teletype 

12-11-52 9 


)•.» 


9-Q4 


RECTOR 


URGENT 


Julius Rosenberg, etal, esp dash r. motion tor a srl^ms^^. 

BY CIRCUIT COURT TODAY TO THE 'ORIGINAL BENCH OF JUSTICES SWAN, 
CHASE AND FRANK, JUDGE SWAN WILL ADVISE ALL COUNSEL WHEN 
HEARING WILL BE HELD; BUREAU WILL BE ADVISED, M 

All ikfobhjttoii coktaiheu « 

• BOAEDMAN 


L'H 1 : 

yr- 

('Sri 

• 1::.U 

Ki. i . ui 

Mr. Tr. ~v 

11;. 

Mi. Jl,!,r 

Mr. Winti r rt-v.’d. 
Tele. R‘w»rt 

Mr-iH.-liomim 

WE- G*ndy, 


BOARDMAN 


END 

9-04 PM OK FBI WA 2 MESSAGES VH 
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Office Memorandum 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


DATE; November 30, 1953 


FROM 


TO s Am B . BE. 

V. A • BRA NI GAN ** 

<9 

sobject : JULIUS ROSENBERG; 

E THElOt CS ENBERGj * /) ' $ 

If OR TO i: SOB ELL C^ kXSSS - 4 

ESPIONaOS - R 


/ 




•t 



Tol*on_ 

ua<s 


n*s^ 


OX*»in^ 

meheiT 


trig 

Hwftq 

Maont 


Til*. hao* 


QUdy 


jin order to show cause was signed by Judge 
Wei nf eld in the Southern District of New York on 
November £6 $ 2955, and this motion is to be argued 
on December 1 , J953. A petition in connection with this 
order aime at vdcating the sentences of the Rosenbergs 
and Sobell and staying the execution of the Rosenbergs • 
In the defendants 9 petition, the following claims are 
made: 


2* The pre-trial publicity, including FBI 
press releases, prec2uded the defendants 1 ability to 
secure a fair trial • 


5* The arrest of William Perl and the publicity 
therefrom which occurred during the trial *>f the Rosenbergs 
and Sobell prejudiced their case* 


3* It is alleged that false testimony from 
David Greenglaes was used in that he testified that from 
his arrest on, he fully cooperated with the Government , 
which the petition alleges is not true • 

4* It is alleged that Greenglaes perjured himself • 
It is also alleged that Greenglaes 'must have been coached 
by the Government in order to remember the scientific facts 
to which he testified concerning the atom bomb • 


.70 


5m It is alleged that another Government witness 
Ben Schneider, had perjured himself in stating that he had 
not seen the Rosenbergs from the time he took their pictures 
until the date of his appearance as a witness* It is alleged 
that the day before he testified, he had been brought into 
court by the Government in order that he might identify the 
Rosenbergs* 



Attachment 

RJZtmes 
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6. It is also alleged that the Government falsely 
classified atomic data as being Secret. 

| analysis is being submitted hereinafter covering 

the various points raised by the defendants as they affect the 
■?v re St u ! Whelan of the New York Office has pointed out 

the United States Attorney's Office expects the defendants' 
motion to be turned down « '* 


PURPOSE : , 

analyse the various points raised by the ckfendants' 
petition where they relate to the FBI and to point out misleading 
statements made therein • " 

BACKGROUND : 

. it reca, H that Julius and Ethel Rosenberg 

and Norton Sobell twice made appeals to the Supreme Court 
for Writs of Certiorari , and both times , the Supreme Court 
denied these writs . Thereafter, Judge Kaufman of the Southern 
District of New York ordered that the execution of the Rosenbergs 
should occur during the week of January IS, 1953 . Norton Sobell 
has also been transferred to Alcatraz. The attorneys for the 
Rosenbergs and Sobell are now engaged in a last effort to vacate 
the sentences and to forestall the execution of the Rosenbergs. 

On November 86, 195S, Judge Weinfeld in the Southern 
District of New York executed an order to show cause which is to 
* itecemfcer 1, 1952 • This order was based upon a 

petition filed in the names of the Rosenbergs and Norton Sobell 
asking that the sentences against the Rosenbergs and Sobell 
be vacated and that the execution of the Rosenbergs be delayed . 

r£ n con ™ c t ion with the foregoing. Assistant Special 
Agent in Charge Whelan of the New York Office was telephonicallv 
contacted by Supervisor Sterling B. Donahoe at 3s 00 P.U.. V 

November 30, 1958, to ascertain if the petition filed bu the 
ae/en.* had been carefully analysed by the New Tori Office and 

v>ith the Aeeistan t United States Attorney's Office 
handling the matter. Whelan said this had been done. He said 


- £ - 


the United States Attorney's Office feels that the court will turn 
down the notion promptly when it is heard on argument on Monday 
morning, December 1, 1952 • Be said that no evidence will be taken 
nor are witnesses to be present for this hearing • Whelan stated 
that if the court decides that a further hearing is necessary, then 
an agreement will have to be made on the issues to be heard • 

It is to be noted that in connection with the 
Government's answer to the petition made by the defendants, 
it ts contemplated that affidavits will be submitted in the 
names of several of our Special Agents • A separate memorandum 
ts being submitted which sets forth our position with respect 
to these affidavitsm 

PRE-TRIAL PUBLICITY ADVERSELY AFFECTED THE DEFENDANTS * RICFT 
TO A FAIR TRIAL : 

The petition, in a lengthy 50 pages, undertakes to 
show Vat the defendants* right to a fair trial was prejudiced 
because the public mind had been pre-conditioned to an acceptance 
of their guilt • It is alleged that information indicating the 
guilt of the defendants was * fed to* the press by the. Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, the Department of Justice, and the Office 
of the United States Attorney • 

The petition traces the publicity in the Fuchs, Gold , 
Slack, Brothman, U oskowits, Vago, Greenglass and Rosenberg cases, 
quoting at length from various newspaper accounts in an effort 
to show the Government attempted to create fear and hysteria 
in the minds of the public, which precluded any rational treatment 
of the defendants • It is alleged that the Government had already 
tried their cases in the newspapers by making ex parte announcements 
of each of the essential issues which later arose in the trial • 

The petition quotes from the press release put out by 
the Director on Julius Rosenberg as it appeared in the New York 
Times on July IS, 1950m Statements made by United States Attorney 
Saypol are also quoted • 

The petition ends the section dealing with publicity 
with this statement: * This pre-trial publicity was prosecution 
without defense • In effect, it was not only testimony without 
cross-examination, but a special public sponsorship by the FBI— 
weighted by its prestige and reputati on for infallibility-- of the 
credibility of the prosecution witnesses • It was o presentation of 




evidence untempered, unchallenged or minimised by evidence offered 
by the accused » It spas, fn shorty tfte fri/id o^ 1 cf rcumstance, which 
the court in the Delaney c ase, stated was conducive to public 
• preconceptions as to probable guilty* which must vitiate the 
conviction* 9 


Comment : 

I Press releases were made Jointly by the Director and the 

Attorney General in the following cases directly related to the 
prosecuti on of the Rosenberg s: 

i 

1* A brief one-page release was made on June 16, 1950, 
announcing the arrest of David Greenglass * No 
mention was made of the Rosenberg* * 

B* A release was made on Julius Rosenberg on July 17, 
1950 , which announced his arrest and briefly set 
forth his background and the essential available 
facts linking him to Greenglass and others • This 
release was three pages long, double-spaced, and 
included a copy of the complaint which had been 
filed * 


3* A release was put out on August 11, 1950, on the 
arrest of Ethel Rosenberg merely recounting- what 
she was charged with and her background « This 
release was l£ pages in length, double-spaced* 

4* A Bi page release, double- spaced, was put out on 
the arrest of Norton Sobell* 


^ ^ wou2d not appear on the basis of the foregoing 

that any weight can be given to the charge that the RBI endeavored 
to whip up public hysteria. The press releases made in this case 
were in keeping with the general policy of the Bureau s and the 
amount of publicity which resulted was brought about by the 
the espionage charges against the Rosenbergs 

ofthi atL loT. *° thiB C0untrv bV the the/t °S the secrets 

.£§ ^iJ^INplCTNENT ALLEGED TO RAVE PREJUDICED TEE DEFENDA NTS ' 

ie&iuss if dCcmkEi) mriRG jggrg mui : — — ■ 

of Nilliai/p^ the newa Btor V announcing the indictment 

of William Perl broke in the papers on L 'arch 15, 1951, during the trU 
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of thehRosenbergs and thereby prejudiced the Rosenbergs 9 case . 
Comment * 

( You nay recall that it was hoped that Perl would become 
a Government witness against the Rosenbergs , and when it was found 
that he would not do so , the decision was made by the Department 
to arrest him . This was brought about in part by the belief that 
he night attempt to flee from the country . You may recall that he 
had been propositi oned to do Just that at an earlier date . 

P80SECUT1C NUSED FALSE TESTH'OIfY TC BRIN G ABOUT THE CONVICTION: 

i 

The petition charges that David Greenglass perjured 
himself when he testified at the trial that he did not withhold 
conscientiously information from the TBI when first questioned 
and that he did not tell his attorney , at first , to fight the 

case but only confessed after a deal was effected not to prosecute 
his wife • 


Comment : 

Greenglass, when arrested on June 15, 1950, admitted 
committing espionage while stationed at Dos Alamos and in a sicned 
statement, he involved Julius and Ethel Rosenberg . He was reinter - 
viewed on numerous occasions after he had consulted with his 
attorney, Mr. C. John Rogge, and his wife, and during these 
later interviews, he further implemented his original admissions. 

° ur f inder6 t an(iin 9 th&t Mr. Rogge attempted to make a deal 
Saypol h refased& ni **** S * aiie3 A ' t ^ orne y* Irving Saypol, and that 

The petition also charges that David Greenglass did not 

oTthl 8 iTn* and vo °* ti<>nal background to prepare sketches 

* i i ld cro * 8 -**c*>°n of the atomic bomb which he 
delivered to Rosenberg and reproduced at the time of the trial. 

Comment : 

on Juno Ti 0n ii™ °f ca ** on ' the interview of David Greenglass 

^, 1950, he prepared a sketch of a lens mold showing a 
Jiigh explosive implosion device. This was prepared with no 
adsfetance or reference books whatsoever. In answertnc Hie 
defendants petition, the United States Attorney's Office desires 
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i 


to use affidavits to this effect which have been prepared by 
Special Agents Leo H* Frutkin and John W* Lewis who were the 
interviewing Agents of Greenglass • As noted heretnbefore, a 
separate memorandum is being prepared with respect to these 
affidavits • 

It is also alleged that Ben Schneider , a photographer , 
perjured himself when he testified on March £?, 1951, that he 
had not seen Rosenberg since May or June , 1950 , when Schneider 
took passport photographs of the Rosenbergs • It is alleged that 
Schneider actually saw Julius Rosenberg in the courtroom on 
March £6, 1951 . 

i 

Comment : 

Schneider , when interviewed on March £6, 1951, identified 
photographs of the Rosenberg family • On the specific instructions 
of the United States Attorney, Southern District of New Tork, 

Irving H « Saypol, Schneider was brought to the courtroom in order 
to determine if he could identify the Rosenbergs in person 9 at which 
time he did so. The United States Attorney 9 s Office desires an 
affidavit from Special Agent Walter E* Roetting relative to his 
interview of Schneider and a separate memorandum is being submitted 
with respect to this affidavit • 

The petition also alleges that the information which 
Greenglass gave to Harry Gold was actually a principle of physics 
which had been known to scientists and physicists of all nations 
prior to World War II and therefore, this information should 
not have been classified as Secret. 

Comment : 

The information furnished to Gold by Greenglass related 
to the Manhattan Engineering District’s work on the atomic bomb 
and was classified as Secret because it dealt with the manufacture 
and production of the atomic bomb* As you know, efforts to protect 
the secrecy of this operation were expended probably to a greater 
degree than on any other scientific achievement of this country • 
fitnesses were produced at the trial of the Rosenbergs who testified 
relative to the security standards and secrecy in effect relative 
to the Manhattan Engineering District’s work at Los Alamos • It is 
hard to see how the defendants can expect the District Court to give 
this point much consideration* 


PETITION OF V OR TOM SOB ELL : 

A petition was also filed by Morton Sobell in which 
he generally alleges the sane material as in the Rosenberg 
petitionm He also alleges he was prejudiced by naming him 
as an atom spy when no proof to this effect wos adduced at his 
trialm Me also alleges that he 9 in gf feet , was charged with 
treason while tried for espionage. 

Comment : \ 

There is nothing in Sobell 9 s petition which relates to 
the JrBI which has not already been covered previously relative to 
the Rosenberg charges . 


RECOWENIATION: 


The foregoing has been prepared in order to analyse 
fully the allegations made by the defendants fn this case • 

It is to be noted that the United States Attorney *s Office for the 
Southern District of Mew fork does not feel that the defendants 9 
motion will get them, anywhere » Tou will be promptly advised of 
any developments in connection with this matter and the various 
press releases made by us in connection with this case are attached. 
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US. L. L. LA 00. 

<P 

JOU IJSHiOSENBEEG 
ETBElpROHENBERG 
ESPIONAGE - S 




'.'AES (• C VERNMENT 

DATE: December 1. 19i>2 



ASAC the lan of New York advised at 3:20 
today that the hearing on the notion filed by counsel for 
the Rosenbergs to vacate the judgment and set aside the 
verdict , which was scheduled to take place at 2:00 fJl. 
today, has been postponed until 11:00 A.M* tomorrow , 
December 2* 

i 

The postponement was agreed to by Judge Sylvester 
Ryan, Southern District of New York, to permit attorneys 
an opportunity to study further the motions in question * 
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.**■ the above ia being submitted for the inform 
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ENCLOSURE TO BUREAU 
(Buflle 65-58236) 


See Mexico City letter dated 12-10-52 
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■iWMSSWOD' 


Ko rea b sr Qi, IMS 


*be Cl til Bigits Congress will very shortly haw# ready a r 
ppBpfclot on the oaee of Bthel «?d Julius Boeeobeig* eow nodes’ 
aeoteeee of death U Bing ting* 

the osthor to tlehard Boyar* who viftte *tve Dart thip,* 
end other «dAi which may he too* to too* Se it writing the 
pamphlet le €4 page*, giving a definitive history of the sane, 
apd yet presenting It 1ft popular style eo that It will ho eow 
Hy readable by the b tadywds of thoostode of person* who onrt 
ho reached to thle dec! el we period of the struggle to were the 
Bosaobexgs* lives# 

the pamphlet telle a eocotaot etory of the f re ae op la all 
ftte stages; It aoeteifte the st&teneats aed analyses of legal eao 
perte all over the world who have essdaed the traoeerlpt gad 
who agree that the case Is cee of the fils sleet oa record; It 
•hows how the retire trial revolved about the testimony of 'a 
sea who would biaself have faced death had he act feleely ah* ' 
eased others;.lt tells of the long-steeding private quarrel he* 
twees thle tt*a« Buvld Oxweoglaes* tod his brother-in-law* Jul- 
ius Boseobexg* 

^he pamphlet also Includes wuch of the moving sod eloquent 
correspondence between Jtthel aod Julius Hosanbesg 1ft the death 


i 7 Vo urge yon to to the following without delay* 

At l) dead for at least one copy of the pamphlet. The prloe 
JJof a olagle copy Is 35 oeote* 

B) If at all possible* Seed for a hoadlo order of 10 or 
■orS, at the discount rate of 16 cents per copy, or 13| oeets 
for 200 copies or sore* Constitute yourself a committee of one 
to plaee thle pamphlet io the hands of ytror friends* neighbor** 
dhopoates* sad union brothers. 

S) te»4 ns* If you ess* a eoetrlbutioe of any else* which 
will be weed to place this Igportaot pamphlet in the heads of 
ao re people* • 

%U activity oa your part oas be ao important contribution 
to saving, the Boseabergs floa tin electric chair* Ve are oouat- 
lag on you as oee who has bee# aotlve la ths straggle for civil 
liberties* 

v . ■ 4 

Please mart your oossnuteattoe plainly* stating whether 
you are seeding for a bundle order* or Baling a contribution* 
or botbl ill checks and aoegr orders nut be aada out to 
Ulsabeth I*aveoo at this address* -r r ~ ~~ -- -■-* 
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dpow*-68 




f 0 urs siaoerslye 


VUssbeth Zfcwsoa 
UTXBdSCBV CO-OBUBilOB 


.Jgrjgp •,*** 

«i *+■ f VjJ 


J* 


BX& irroRXAXioN covtaivb> 
herkih is^ndt'^ssiriz&izcgpt 

WHERE SBOCT 0TOUW1SS. 
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TED^ STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
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MEW YORK 
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zsmrtn • -»«»• lUUil 

Tranaait the following Talatypo aaaaage toiTBUKEAU 

4 V JULIOS AND ETHEL 'ROSENBERG; ESPIONAGE-R ./flAYIETj J 


M5. Kj\T_ 

Mr. Tracy. 

Mr, Laughlin 

Mr. Mohr .. 

Mr. Winterrowd. 

Tele. Boom 

Mr. Holloman 


ADVISED TODAY THAT "VIGIL" FOR ROSENBEI 




IS SCHEDULED TO COMMENCE XH WASHINGTON, D.C* DECEMBER TWENTY-POUR O' 


/ 


NEXT AND 


UB*J Al/ uwru'uai'J vis ah niwaAinJAUH , as»v* A/*w\/Aim»*i3in inmux-rvoa v / 

CONTINUE i UNTIL EXECUTION OF SUBJECTS. INFORMANT ..vh* w 


STATED "VIGIL" WILL CONSIST OF PICKETING IN FRONT OF WHITE y^j'' 
HOUSE. PRESENT PLANS CALL FOR "VIGIL" TO CONTINUE ON TWENTY-FOUR 
HOUR BASIS. • INFORMANT STATED THAT .SAME KIND OF "VIGIL" WILL 

C 

TAKE PLACE AT CRANE SQUARE IN HUNTS POINT SECTION OF BRONX, ON 
DECEMBER TWENTY-POUR AND CONTINUE UNTIL EXECUTION. DIFFERENT 
SECTIONS OF COMMUNIST PARTY IN BRONX COUNTY ARE SCHEDULED TO 
PARTICIPATE IN "VIGIL* AT' DIFFERENT HOURS ON DIFFERENT DAYS. 
INFORMANT ALSO SAID PUBLIC RALLY SPONSORED BY ROSENBERG COMMITTEE 
WILL BE HEED ON DECEMBER TWENTY-TWO NEXT, AT PUBLIC SCHOOL 

NINETY-FIVE, BRONX, COUNTY. THE RECEPTION FOR THE DELEGATION 

4 • . '/ 

WHICH WILL GO TO WASHINGTON ORIGINALLY SCHEDULED FOR DECEMBER 
<r 

NINETEEN NEXT, WILL NOW BE HELD DECEMBER TWENTY-THREE, NEXT, y 

• * . ' . r ' ; r- ~r . * ' . * 

AT MANHATTAN PALACE, NYC. INFORMANT STATED THAT COMMUNIST 

.... " r r . . ■ . . • . . - 

PARTY itS itOV PARTICIPATING - VERY STRONGLY IN THESE DEMONSTRATIONS 
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